MATTER OF COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO THE 
ELECTIONS HELD IN THE FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS AND THE NINTH CONGRES- 
SIONAL DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1958 


Housk or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SeeciaL Com™Mirrer To [NvesrigATE CAMPAIGN 
IEXXPENDITURES FOR THE Houst oF REPRESENTATIVES, 1958, 
Washington, D.C. 

The special committee met, pursuant to notice, at 3:55 p.m., in room 
i302, New House Office Building, Hon. Clifford Davis (chairman) 
presiding. 

Present: Hon. Clifford Davis (chairman), Hon. Robert E. Jones, 
Jr., Hon. Thomas P. O’Neill, Hon. Kenneth B. Keating, and Hon. 
David S. Dennison, Jr. 

Also present: Gillis W. Long, chief counsel; Richard C. O’Hare, 
counsel; EK. Willoughby Middleton, Jr., counsel; Richard T. Allen, 
stail investigator; and Ruth Heritage, clerk. 

The CratrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Wells, how much time do you think you will require? 

Mr. We tts. I hope I can complete in an hour. 

The Cuatrman. The reason I say that, Dr. Alford is in the room 
and would like to be heard. If it is agreeable to the committee—we 
are working against time—I would like to hear from you and then 
I would like to hear from Dr. Alford. 

Mr. Keating. Would that be tonight ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. It is only 40’clock now. 

How long do you think you would require, Doctor ? 

Dr. Atrorp. Ten minutes or so. I am available to cooperate with 
the committee. Any questions you have, I will try to answer them to 
the best of my ability. 

The CHatrmMan. Let us proceed quickly. We will hear from you 
first and then we will hear from Dr. Alford. Then of course we will 
come back tomorrow at 10 o’clock. We are going to hear from you 
now, please, Mr. Wells. 





STATEMENT OF JOHN F. WELLS, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Mr. Weti. Mr. Chairman, as you know, I mailed you my first peti- 
tion, accompanied by exhibits, and I wondered if that should be 
turned over to the reporter because I would like to run through that 
first communication briefly at this time. 
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The CuarrmMan. We can turn it over to the reporter now. Then you 
can summarize that first statement you filed with us, and then of course 
you have a supplemental statement that you will also summarize. 

Mr. We ts. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think it should be announced that the committee 
is hearing Mr. Wells and Dr. Alford to determine on tomorrow, when 
we have executive session, what further action we shall take in 9 
Little Rock case, because time is running out on us. We only have 
couple of weeks. They have thrown so much at us in the last few iawn, 
We want to hear from Mr. Wells and then we will determine in the 
morning just how far we should go in the Minnesota case, in the Kan- 

sas case, the Kentucky case, and the Little Roc k, Ark., case. Then we 
have one from Maryland, and we had one dropped in on us today from 
Illinois. We have about seven or eight. 

We will hear from you now. 

Mr. Wetis. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. O’Nemu. Mr. Chairman, do you intend to swear the witness ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Do you solemnly swear the evidence you are about to give before 
this special committee will be the truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Wetts. I do. 

The Cuamman. Will you please give your name and identify your- 
self for the reporter ? 

Mr. Wetts. My name is John F. Wells. I live in Little Rock, Ark., 
2623 West Marchan. I am president of the General Publishing Co. 
which is a printing concern there in Little Rock. In that connection, 
[ publish the Arkansas Recorder, and have for the past 10 years, 
which is a weekly publication devoted to State and Government news. 
I formerly worked for the Arkansas Gazette. When [ graduated 
from the University of Arkansas in 1925 I was employed by the 
Arkansas Gazette as a copyreader, later on as reporter and city editor. 
I resigned as city editor in 1936 to become the secretary of the late 
Gov. Carl E. Bailey. 

In 1938 I was appointed to the Arkansas Corporation Commission 
and served on that commission for 3 years. I went into the printing 
business in 1941 and have been in the printing business ever since. 

In the communication of December 3, which I addressed to the 
committee, I attempted to make three points “he I thought were 
worthy of investigation: 

First, that there are irregularities and violations of law in the vot- 
ing and counting which resulted in the apparent election of the writein 
candidate. I referred to the fact that precinct officials have volun- 
teered information establishing that the stickers, contrary to law and 
despite an instruction from the attorney general that they could not 
be legally distributed closer than 100 feet to a voting place, were 
actu: lly delivered to election officials with ballots, boxes, and other 
supplies in some instances; that they were placed on the tables with 
ballots and handed to voters by some election officials, clearly in vio- 
lation of law (see exhibit 1. appendix I): that in many cases sup- 
porters of the writein candidate distributed the stic -kers within or 
nearer than 100 feet to the polls—all of which was in violation of 
State law. (See exhibit 2, appendix I.) 
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Two, the stickers, which became a part of the ballot on which they 
were placed, contained an “X” printed within a box beside the name 
of Dr. Alford. This is a glaring irregularity. It would be unthink- 
able to permit election officials to hand to a voter and to accept from 
a voter a ballot with a preference already indicated by printing. 
The law requires that the voter shall himself make the ““X” beside 
the name of the candidate he wishes to vote for. 

Three, in some cases, the number of voters whose names appear on 
the precinct registers in less than the total vote for congressional can- 
didates. For example: 

In Jacksonville ward II, the register contains 362 names, but 484 votes were 
reported in the Congress race—325 for Alford and 109 for Hays, the incumbent 
who was the Democratic nominee; whereas, the total votes reported for Gover- 
nor was 164—128 for Governor Faubus, the Democratic nominee, and 36 for his 
Republican opponent whose name was printed on the ballot. 

Mr. Jones. How do you establish the number of qualified electors 
in a precinct ¢ 

Mr. We tis. You mean qualified electors or qualified voters / 

Mr. Jones. Voters. 

Mr. Wetts. At this time, let me place in the record the microfilmed 
vote registers in Pulaski County. Those original registers are on file 
in the county clerk’s office. The law does not permit them to be 
removed. ‘They were microfilmed in that office. 1 would like to offer 
them now as an exhibit, which would become exhibit 3. (See exhibit 
3, appendix I.) 

Mr. Keatinc. You are planning to summarize what those show 
later ? 

Mr. We tts. Yes. 

Does that answer your question ? 

Mr. Jones. No, sir. 

Mr. We ts. The vote registers are turned in by the precinet offi- 
‘ials to the county clerk. 

Mr. Jones. There is no possibility under law of having more voters 
than the number that are registered ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Weuts. I am afraid the list of electors is contained in a box, 
in this book. I will also place it in the record. They are listed by 
precinct, or by ward, I should a say, and by township so that a person 
appearing to vote in ward I- 

Mr. Jones. What I am trying to ascertain from you is, if there were 
more voters than there were registered voters, then there is a presump- 
tion of fraud. Is that what you are saying ? 

Mr. ve ts. I will say that; yes. 

Mr. Jones. I understand you. All right. 

Mr. Kratrne. In other words, in this particular voting district 
there were only 362 who appeared on the records as qualified for 
voting in the election ? 

Mr. Weuts. Y es, Sir. 

Mr. Krarine. There were actually 434 votes cast in that election ? 

Mr. We tts. There were 362 names written on the register, the 
names of persons who presumably voted that day. That is not the 
complete list of persons who are listed as registered electors in that 
township. 

Mr. Keatine. When a person goes in to vote he must sign his name 
on the voting list 
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Mr. Wetts. He doesn’t sign his name. It is written for him by one 
of the clerks. 

Mr. Keatine. On the voting list ? 

Mr. Weits. That is right. 

Mr. Keatine. That voting list showed 362 people voted on that 
day ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. That is right. 

Mr. Keatine. And the ballots actually in the ballot box were 454? 

Mr. Wet. We don’t know. The ballot boxes haven’t been opened 
since then, os 434 votes were reported. 

Mr. Krarine. Were reported from that district as being cast in that 
election ? 

Mr. We tts. That is right. 

Mr. Jones. Why have they not been examined subsequent to the 
election, if there is a charge of ir regularity ? 

Mr. Wetts. I just don’t have enough authority down there. 

Mr. Jones. Pardon ? 

Mr. Weis. I don’t wield enough authority. 

Mr. Jones. Couldn’t there be a suit brought or some action taken 
to ascertain whether or not there had been fraud committed at this 
ward No. 2? 

Mr. Wetts. On that score, let me say this—— 

Mr. Jones. How do you go about getting an examination of the 
ballots to see that mischief has not been perpetrated ? 

Mr. Weis. The county election board could have examined the 
ballots. I requested them to examine the ballots. 

Mr. Jones. How did you make that request ? 

Mr. Weuus. I addressed a letter to them before the vote was cer- 
ified. 

Mr. Keating. Do you mean to tell me that this is incontrovertible; 
that there were more votes cast than showed and that the county 
board has refused to review it or look into it in any way ? 

Mr. Wetts. The county board never has answered my letter. I 
wes told by the chairman that he would refer it to the prosecuting 
attorney. The prosecuting attorney informed me that before he got 
the letter the county board had proceeded to certify the result and, 
as he saw it, the board could no longer go into the ballot. boxes without 
an order from an appropriate authority. 

Mr. Jones. Have vou exhausted all of the known remedies or re- 
courses that are offered to you under existing law to examine the bal- 
lot to ascertain whether or not there has been fraud committed at this 
election / 

Mr. Wetts. | have. 

Mr. Jonres. You have / 

Mr. Wetuts. I have. 

Mr. longs. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. O’Netiti. May Lask, Were all the ballots intact ? 

Mr. Wetis. We have no way of knowing, of course. The ballots 
have not been examined. They are held for 6 months. 

Mr. O’Neiti. Were any destroyed or anything like that, to your 
knowledge ¢ 

Mr. We tts. I would not think so. 

The CuatrmMan. This committee impounded the ballots. 

Mr. Keatine. We directed that. 
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Mr. Lone. Mr. Chairman, the date Mr. Wells’ complaint was re- 
ceived in this office the ¢ hairman of the committee directed telegrams 
to the county clerks in the six counties compr ising the congressional 
district, advising them to hold the ballots pending further directions 
from this committee. 

Mr. Dennison. Have we received an acknowledgment ? 

Mr. Lone. No. 

Mr. Dennison. Do you know that the telegrams were delivered ? 

Mr. Lone. We know the telegrams were delivered and they were 
put on notice because we asked Western Union to get a return on the 
telegrams. 

The CuarrMan. Did we get a return on all of them ? 

Mr. Lona. All are in, | am sure. 

Mr. Kearine. This instance you have given us is in Pulaski 
County ¢ 

Mr. We ts. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That isthe city of Little Rock. 

Mr. Keartrtna. Is that the county in which the city of Little Rock 
is located ? 

Mr. Weuts. That is the county in which I live. 

The Cuatmrman. That is one-tenth of the population of the entire 
State, in Little Rock; is that correct ? 

Mr. We ts. Yes, sir. 

If permitted, I think I might clarify this whole thing in a moment. 
This is the microfilmed copy of the vote register for ward 2 in 
Jacksonville (contained in exhibit 3, appendix I); 362 lines were 
used on which to write those names. This is a photostatic copy of 
the abstract of the vote as certified by the secretary of state and 
was made from the records. It showed that in Jacksonville, ward 2, 
109 votes for Hays, 325 for Alford. 

In the Governor’s race—the Governor’s name, of course, was printed 
on the ballot as was his opponent’s, a Republican—the total vote 
was 164. 

Mr. O’Netwww. Mr. Chairman. 

How many registered voters are there in this particular precinct 
that we are ti king about ? 

Mr. Wetrs. There are 1,390 in all of Jacksonville and there are 3 
wards in Jacksonville. 

Mr. O’Neitu. There are 1,390 registered voters / 

Mr. We tts. In the town of Jacksonville. 

Mr. O’Netii. Under normal procedure, I would imagine that your 
secretary of state or your ballot commissioner would send 1,390 bal- 
lots to that town. How many people actually voted ? 

Mr. We ts. In the town of Jacksonville there were some—I men- 
tioned that—there were 3 wards there, and I could recall it from 
memory, I think there were 1,125, but if you don’t mind I will give 
it to you. 

In ward 1 there were 62 votes for Hays, 218 for Alford. In ward 2, 
109 for Hays, 325 for Alford. In ward 3 there were 203 for Hays and 
208 for Alford, which is a total of 374 for Hays and 751 for Alford. 

Mr. O’Nemu. What are the totals again / 

Mr. Wetts. 374 Hays, 751 Alford. 
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Mr. O’Newy. There were 1,125 votes cast in the town. You had 
1,390 registered voters, so you must have had 265 ballots that were 
not used. Have you checked the unused ballots in the town ? 

Mr. Weuts. All the unused ballots are locked up in the ballot box 
and sent back in the ballot boxes. 

Mr. O’Neriu. In other words, the used ballots and unused ballots 
are all wrapped up. 

Mr. Wexus. They don’t ordinarily send all the ballots. They don’t 
ordinarily print that number of ballots. They usually figure 75 per- 
cent is a fair estimate. 

Mr. O’Neiti. They do not print enough ballots to cover the num- 
ber of voters in the State? 

Mr. Wetts. The ballots are handled locally. 

Mr. O’Net. Even locally. 

Mr. We tts. They don’t run out of ballots. If you will check this 
you will see—— 

Mr. O’Neu. They do not run out of ballots, but suppose they only 
printed this number. You have an awfully high percentage of a vote. 
It runs somewhere around 80 percent. 

Mr. We tts. It is very high. 

Mr. O’NeEu. Suppose you ran 90 percent. How do those extra 
10 percent vote if they do not. have ballots? 

Mr. Wetts. I am talking out of turn because I don’t know what the 
county board does on that. 

Mr. O’Net. I never heard of their running an election and not 
printing enough ballots for the number of people who will vote. 

Mr. Wetts. I am sure they had enough ballots. 

Mr. O’Nemu. One of the easy ways to determine is to determine 
the number of ballots sent to the town and the number that were 
there. 

Mr. Wetts. That check is not made. 

Mr. O’Nettt. That is a good system. 

Mr. We ts. I should have moved on to the next paragraph. It 
summarizes what you were asking. 

Combining the returns from the 3 wards in Jacksonville, it is found that 1,119 
names are on the register of voters, but that 1,125 votes for Congress were 
counted compared with only 899 for the candidates for Governor (both of 
whose names were printed on the ballot). Alford’s vote in Jacksonville was 
751, Hays’ 374. 

In Jacksonville ward 3, a column was added to the register, pages 1 and 2, 
to show to whom stickers were issued by the election officials—in violation of the 
law. 

Mr. Krattne. The names of people who got the stickers ? 

Mr. We tts. They kept it up for 80 names and evidently somebody 
told them it wasn’t a very good idea. They put up here “issued 
stickers.” 

Mr. Kratinc. You mean issued stickers by an election official ? 

Mr. Wetts. The record shows that. 

Mr. Keatine. Do you mean to tell me that you are going to Pre 
duce evidence that election officials themselves passed out stickers ¢ 

Mr. We tts. I have the evidence here of the register itself. We 
have the affidavits which were placed in the record, with that original. 
I did have access to those original exhibits. Does he have those ? 
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Mr. Lone. They are in printed form, sir. The originals are not 
there. The originals are in the committee files. Appended thereto. 
It isa part of that. 

Mr. Wetts. I would like to call attention to the. affidavit—and 1 
won’t burden you with all these affidavits if they can go into the rec- 
ord for consideration there but I would be happy to answer any ques- 
tions about them. 

An affidavit by Mrs. Marie Hildreth of 325 Short Street, North Lit- 
tle Rock. She states: 


When the padlocked ballot boxes were delivered to the poll the Alford stickers 
were contained inside the boxes along with election materials. The stickers 
were placed on the tables where the ballots were passed out, and remained there 
throughout the day. When the polls closed leftover stickers were replaced 
inside the ballot box. 


There was another polling place located across the street in the Holsted Drug 
Store. While I was over there one time, I observed an election official specifi- 
cally asking a voter if he wanted one of the stickers. The stickers were also 
lying on the ballot tables at that poll. There was a large blotter laying on an 
official’s table bearing the inscription “Vote for Alford.” 

I state upon oath that the foregoing statement is true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge and belief. 

Mr. Keatrinc. Who is this lady who makes this statement? Is she 
an election official ? 

Mr. Wetts. She was the clerk in the poll located in the fire station 
at 4609 East Broadway, North Little Rock. 

Mr. Keating. She makes an affidavit that these stickers were lying 
on the table where the voting took place ? 

Mr. Weis. That is right, that they were in the ballot box when 
they opened the box that morning. Ordin: arily the deputy sheriff 
appointed for the purpose of the election will deliver supplies to the 
election officials. She said when they opened the box the stickers were 
inside the ballet box. 

Mr. Jones. Who supplies the equipment that goes into the ballot 
boxes / 

Mr. We tts. The county election board. 

Mr. Jones. What is the composition of the county election board ? 

Mr. Wetts. The county Democratic chairman and the Democratic 
ex-officio members unless one declines to serve. The third member is 
designated by the State board of election commissioners. 

Mr. Jones. Who appoints the State board of election commis- 
sioners ¢ 

Mr. We.is. That is composed of all seven constitutional officers, 
State chairman of the Republican committee and State chairman of 
the Democratic committee. 

; . M : , 

Mr. Dennison. Who is chairman of the State election committee ? 

Mr. Weis. The governor. [Reading:] 

In North Little Rock ward 4, precinct B, with 368 names on the register, a 
total of 427 votes were shown for Congress with 243 to Alford, 184 to Hays. In 
the Governor’s race, only 347 were tabulated. 

In Big Rock Township precinct E, 626 votes were counted for Congress, al- 
though the register lists 569 voters. Here Alford was credited with 452 votes, 
Hlays with 174. 

In Big Rock Township precinct D, the 2 candidates for Governor received 788 
votes: whereas, a total of 975 was shown for Congress with 738 for Alford and 
237 for Hays. The number of names on the register of voters is 982, only 5 more 
than were shown «to have voted for Congress; but a review of all the returns 
indicates that generally an average of about 10 percent of the voters in most 
precincts did not vote in the Congress race. 
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Mr. O’Nemu. Getting back to that, there are 982 registered voters in 
precinct D; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wetts. That is correct. 

Mr. O’Neru. And 975 voted / 

Mr. Wetts. Voted for Congress. 

Mr. O’Neitu. That is a pretty good percentage. How many ballots 
were actually sent to the town / 

Mr. Wetts. I don’t know. 

Mr. O’Netiu. I should imagine that you would have a ballot for 
every eligible voter in the town. 

Mr. We ts. I expect they did. 

Mr. O’Nettu. You suspect they did? 

Mr. Weis. I am sure they did. 

Mr. O’Netwwu. What I am trying to point up isthe difference between 
the number of ballots that were sent to the town, and the number of 
ballots that were actually used. 

Mr. Wetts. Not even the county election board could tell you that. 

Mr. Kratirne. Have you examined all of these election districts and 
are you going to give us other instances where there were a greater 
number of actual votes cast than there were people who were shown in 
the books as having voted ? 

Mr. Wetts. I have mentioned the most glaring cases. [Reading :] 

In Brodie Township precinct B, 164 names appear on the register of voters, but 
165 votes for Congress were counted, 123 for Alford, 42 for Hays. 

In these few precincts, the Alford majority was certified as 1,298 which is more 
than the majority credited to him in the final certifications from throughout the 
district. The totals based on certific: ations from all counties were: For Alford, 
30,739; for Hays, 29,483, a difference of 1,256. (See exhibit 4, appendix 1.) 

Mr. Kerarine. In the cases which you have cited they showed a very 
large preponderance in favor of Alford and against Hays. Are there 
any of the areas where a greater number voted than were shown on the 
list where Hays had a considerably larger number than Alford ? 

Mr. Wetts. There is, I think in this supplemental statement which 
I will get to, I found a case where there were or appeared to be a 
greater “number of votes than there were names on the register. I 
don’t recall what that was, but I will come to it. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Wells, would you mind going back there, since the 
returns you have supplied the committee are based on the number 
of voters who registered in the congressional race were over and 
above that which ‘actually voted, and tell us in each case how many 
registered voters there were in the precincts that you have enumer- 
ated @ 

Mr. Weis. We have taken care of Jacksonville; haven’t we? 

Mr. Jones. I do not recall you gave us the figure for Jacksonville. 

Mr. Wells. 1,390. 

Mr. Jones. For the whole town / 

Mr. We ts. Yes. 

Mr. Jones. There were approximately 800 votes cast? 

Mr. We tts. No; 1,125 votes. 

Mr. Jones. Tell us about ward 4. 

Mr. Weis. We will take ward 4, North Little Rock. 4,461 and—— 

Mr. Jones. 4,461. That is registered, eligible voters? 

Mr. We.ts. That is right, eligible voters. 
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Mr. Jones. How many votes were cast there in the congressional 
election ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. 427. Wait a minute. I take it back. I have got to 
explain something. The wards are not divided by precincts. We 
would have to lump all the entire vote for that ward and we can do 
that, of course. Later on, I think it will come a little easier in one 
of these other exhibits, but the pollbook itself carries them only by 
wards. 

Mr. Jones. Do you have any instance where the number of votes 
cast exceeded the number of registered qualified voters in a precinct ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. No, sir. 

Mr. Kratine. Who keeps this list of the people who are voting / 
Is that done by the election officials ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. The clerks. 

Mr. Keatrne. In other words—— 

Mr. Wetts. There are two books kept. One of them is locked up 
with the ballots in the box and is there now. 

Mr. Jones. What is that? 

Mr. Wexts. One of the registers is locked with the bailots in the 
box. 

Mr. Jones. Lamsorry. I cannot understand you. 

Mr. Weis. There are two registers kept. Each clerk keeps a 
separate register. One is locked up with the ballots in the box when 
the day is over. It stays there. The other is kept at the county 
clerk's office as a public record. 

Mr. Keatinc. That is the one you saw ? 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keating. You have no knowledge of your own whether that 
corresponds with the one in the ballot box ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. I certainly do not. 

Mr. Keratrnc. Those are kept by two separate clerks? 

Mr. We tts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keattnc. How are those two clerks selected ? 

Mr. Wetts. By the county election board. 

Mr. Keatrne. When a person comes in to vote, the first thing they 
do is give their name to this clerk ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keratrne. The clerk is supposed to be writing the name down in 
the book ? 

Mr. Wetts. One of the judges looks up the name in the poll book to 
see if the person is eligible to vote. If his name is not in the proper 
place in the poll book, affidavit forms are supplied for him to fill out, 
and that affidavit is a substantiation of his vote, and in each vote reg- 
ister, on the last page, on the same page with the certificate of the 
election officials, there is a place in which the additional list of persons 
permitted to vote whose names do not appear on certified list of poll 
taxpayers. That is for the purpose of recording the names of those 
whose names are not in the proper place in the poll tax. There were 
no names listed on that page. I take it back. No. No names were 
listed in Jacksonville at all on those pages. 

Mr. Keatina. Is there anything, in the evidence that you have pre- 
pg or intend to present, furnished by any of the election officials 

r clerks of any of these districts which you have cited to us, which 
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explains how it came about that there were more actual votes cast than 
there were showing the number of people who had signed up to vote 4 

Mr. WELLs. No, sir. Time ran out on me. This was a one-man 
project, and I engaged Service Bureau Corp., which is an affiliate of 
[BM, to make a vote analysis, and their analysis was not completed 
until yesterday. I got their final report from them. They didn’t get 
through with all I asked them to do, but they got as far as ‘they could, 
and I got their affidavit from the manager about 25 minutes before 
the plane left. 

The CuarrMan. Is that the material which you have left, which 
you are now summarizing ? 

Mr. Wetis. This statement was prepared before that analysis was 
available. In the interest of saving time, if I might just run through 
this I will get to that second exhibit which I think will be of more 
interest to you. 

I refer here to item LI in my petition, which states that other irregu- 
larities in disregard of State and Federal corrupt practices laws oc- 
curred during the campaign and helped create the unwholesome atmo- 
sphere in which the election was conducted. 

The Alford sticker constituted election campaign material which 
did not contain the names of the persons responsible for it. It simply 
had his name, referred to him as a Democratic candidate. 

Mr. Kerarina. Had he been a candidate in the primary ? 

Mr. Weuts. No, sir. 

Mr. Kearttne. There had been a Democratic primary / 

Mr. Wetis. There had been a Democratic primary, and Dr. Alford 
voted in that primary. 

Mr. Keatinc. Could any number of people use the designation “Re- 
publican” or “Democratic” after there had been a primary? 

Mr. We ts. In Arkansas, if Governor Faubus authorized it, I guess 
they could. 

Mr. Keating. I mean under the law, is that permitted ? 

Mr. We ts. No, sir. 

Mr. Keatrne. In New York State, if there had been a Democratic 
primary and if the candidate had been selected, no one else could 
be the Democratic candidate in that general election. He could run 
as an independent, but he could not have the designation “Demo- 
cratic.” I wondered whether Arkansas law was different. 

Mr. Wetts. I don’t think it is, but an 8-day campaign didn’t allow 
much time in which to go into court and get relief from that sort of 
thing. Under normal conditions you could count upon the Demo- 
cratic Party speaking up for the candidate. In this case the titular 
head of the party was supporting his opponent. 

Since you have raised that question, I would like to pu - 
record the photostatic copy of the page of the regi ter in the Dome 
cratic primary in which Dr. Alford voted. (See exhibit 5, ap- 
pendix I.) 

Mr. Keatine. Did anyone voting in the Democratie primary 
any kind of oath oF in any way make any commitment whatever tha 
he would support the candidate who was finally selected / 

Mr. Weis. Morally, I would take that position, but I would not 
insist, I would not try to make a point out of the fact that a person 
was voting in that primary. But certainly when the Governor of 
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the State signs a party pledge in which he says he will support the 
party nominees and then he rides at night with one of his principal 
assistants 60 miles to get hold of another Democratic nominee and 
tries to talk him into pulling out all the stops to elect a write-in 
eandidate, I think that is much different from an individual who 
might not like the candidate who was nominated voting against that 
candidate. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Keating asked the question whether or not there 
was any obligation on the part of the Democratic candidate to support 
the Democratic nominee in the general election. 

Mr. Weis. There is on the part of Democratic nominees. 

Mr. Jones. In other words, then, you do sign an affidavit in Arkan- 
sas, as you do in my home State, that you will support the candidate. 

Mr. Wexts. The candidates do that; that is right. 

Mr. Jonrs. The candidates do that. 

Mr. Wetts. ‘The penalty- 

Mr. Kearine. Dr. Alford was not a candidate. 

Mr. Wexts. That is right. 

Mr. Kratine. So he would not be bound by such an affidavit. 

Mr. Wetts. In Arkansas the party rules have the status of statutes 
where there is no conflict. The party rules provide that if a person 
votes or works against a Democratic nominee in the general election, 
that person shall not be eligible to vote or to be a candidate in the 
next succeeding primary. 

Mr. Jones. That is equivalent to what we have in Alabama. 

Mr. Wetts. It amounts to that. The person can always vote for 
whom he pleases in the general election, but under the law and the 
rules, for 2 years ther after he cannot be a participant in the Demo- 
cratic primary if he is challenged. 

Mr. Keratine. Under Arkansas law, must there be a designation on 
the ballot that a Mr. *X” is Democrat, Republican, Socialist, or In- 
dependent? Must there be a designation of what he is? 

Mr. Weuis. If Dr. Alford had filed a petition to be a candidate 
60 days in advance of the election, as he had the privilege of doing 
his designation would have been that of Independent. A petition 
bearing the names of 15 percent of the voters would have gotten him 
on the ballot, but it would have been as an Independent. 

Mr. Keartine. It takes 15 percent to get a name on the ballot in the 
regular, normal way. 

Dr. ALrorp. That is right, as an Independent. The only other way 
is, of course, to be nominated by a political party. 

Mr. Kratrnc. This was not done in either event. 

I am looking at a purported facsimile of this sticker. On one side 
it says, “Dale Alford, X,” and on the other side it says, “Paste sticker 
on your ballot and elect Democratic write-in candidate for Congress.” 
Then an arrow and the words, “Detach here,” and then a perforation. 
The last part that I talked about was torn off before the sticker was 
put on, was it not ? 

Dr. Atrorp. Yes. 

Mr. Keratine. So the thing that appeared on the ballot just said, 
“Dale Alford, X.” It didn’t say Democrat, Republican, Independent, 
or anything else. 

Mr. Weris. The newspaper facsimile which was published, the A]l- 
cord ad, has the words “Democratic candidate” under Dale Alford. 
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It also says, “The legality of the use of this sticker has been approved 
by both the attorney general and Supreme Court of Arkansas.” Then 
it quotes from the Supreme Court opinion of 1932, which the Attorney 
General cited in saying that the use of a sticker—he did not describe 
the sticker and he did not rule on this specific sticker, but he said the 
use of a sticker to indicate a choice was permissible under law. 

Mr. Keating. Does Arkansas law say that the man whose name ap- 
pears must show whether he is a party man or an independent? Does 
it say that? 

Mr. Weuts. If his name is printed on the ballot, it must show that. 

Mr. Kearine. If itis written in? 

Mr. Wetas. It does not have to show that. 

Mr. Keating. The advertisement that you have referred to is pre- 
cisely the same as the actual sticker used except that beneath his name 
in the advertisement it says “Democratic candidate” ? 

Mr. Weis. That is correct. 

Mr. Krarine. That is not on the sticker which was used ? 

Mr. Wetts. It is not on the sticker. 

An unsigned circular was widely distributed with intent to incite 
race feeling and to prejudice voters against Hays the day before the 
election and on election day. This circular contained a photograph of 
Congressman Hays with two Negro churchmen in Chicago, and the 
inference was that there was something improper about the attendance 
of Hays, who was president of the Southern Baptist C onvention, at 
the convention of Negro Baptists in Chicago. The point here is that 
this circular was unsigned and, therefore, in violation of the law. 

A copy of that circular was attached to the original which was filed 
with the committee. 

Mr. Kearine. Did that circular indicate who paid for the adver- 
tisement ? 

Mr. Wetts. It did not. 

Mr. Kratine. Is that required under Arkansas law ? 

Mr. We ts. It is. ; 

Mr. Kearine. There was nothing whatever on that advertisement 
to show what the source of it was / 

Mr. Wetts. No, sir. 

Mr. Keatine. We had a similar case here where there was an allega- 
tion of irregularity in not showing the person who paid for the 
advertisement. 

Mr. Wetts. I will mention again that the writein candidate repre- 
sented himself to be a Democratic candidate in his advertising and the 
stickers that were distributed referred to him as a Democratic candi 
date, although he was opposing the Democratic nominee who was 
chosen in the Democratic primary. 

Point III which I have undertaken to make is that the so-called 
writein candidacy of Dale Alford was conceived and projected as a 
conspiracy to use the power of position in the Democratic Party to 
overturn the will of the m: ijority of the Democrats voting in the July 
29 primary. 

The death of John Pruniski, Sr., of North Little Rock, on June 15, 
1958, caused a vacancy on the Bul: a County Board of Election Con- 
missioners which the State board of election commissioners was au- 
thorized to fill. The selection of a successor was deferred until Sep- 
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tember 12, 1958, when at the instance of Governor Faubus, who is 
chairman of the State board, Wylie Cavin of North Little Rock was 
named to the county board, although a majority of the State board had 
been pledged to another who had been recommended by leading 
citizens. 

The same Mr. Cavin, without public notice, addressed to Attorney 
General Bruce Bennett the request for an official opinion as to the legal 
propriety of the use ot stickers by supporters of a writein candidate. 
The attorney general iid: 

Mr. O’Nery. One moment. With regard to this sticker [indi- 
‘ating | which bears the union label, could you ascertain who printed 
it ? 

Mr. Weis. That could be ascertained. I should know the union 
shops in town, but I would be guessing if I said which one I think it is. 

Mr. Kratine. By that you mean we could find out who paid for this 
advertisement 4 

Mr. O’Newu. Yes. 

Mr. Keating. Presumably by the power of subpena that could be 
done. 

Mr. We tts. The attorney general’s office did not make public the 
receipt of the request for the opinion, nor were the other members of 
the county board notified—I was informed of this by the chairman, 
Mr. E. A. Henry—until the attorney general released the official opin- 
ion to Mr. Cavin on the Saturday preceding the election, after the 
stickers had been printed. Mr. Cavin, as a member of the county 
board, selected many of the election judges and clerks. Asa matter of 
fact, Mr. W. H. Laubaugh, who is a Republican member of the com- 
mission and secretary of the commission, told me a week before the 
election that Mr. Cavin would select the judges and clerks for all of 
North Little Rock and all the rural boxes; that Mr. Henry had sub- 
mitted a list for Little Rock, and that that was already in, but that 
the North Little Rock rural boxes list had not come in from Mr. Cavin. 
From that I judge Mr. Cavin was permitted to name all of that group, 
which is not too surprising. I am sure that was a practice when Mr. 
Pruniski was living. 

Mr. Kratinc. What is that? 

Mr. Weuis. I am sure when Mr. Pruniski was living, it was the 
practice for the North Little Rock member of the board to select the 
North Little Rock judges and clerks, and also the rural judges and 
clerks. 

Mr. Jones. In other words, they did not make the appointments 
as a nonpartisan election board. They just divided geographically, 
and let the Republicans take one section and the Democrats another / 

Mr. Wetis. No. The Republicans actually tried to get some Re- 
publicans in there, but it is hard to find Republicans to serve. 

Mr. Keatine. They did not have much to say about this? 

Mr. Wetts. There are not enough of them there to man the polls. 
They tried to have a primary this year. 

Mr. Jones. Tell us some more about that. 

Mr. Weis. They just couldn’t get enough people. 

Mr. Jones. That is getting universal, every where. 

Mr. Wetts. The writein campaign’s publicity and advertising was 
turned over to the advertising agency of Thomas C. Hockersmith & 
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Associates, which handled the campaigns of Governor Faubus and 
others supported by Faubus and which also was the advertising repre- 
sentative for various State agencies. 

The writein candidate’s campaign manager was one of Governor 
Faubus’ closest associates, Cl: ude ¢ Carpenter, Jr., who resigned as at- 
torney for the State Public Service Commission to handle the Al- 
ford campaign, and who before and since the campaign has been 
ehairman of the Dollars for Democrats solicitation, receipts from 
which he has stated remain in Arkansas, for what purpose has not 
been revealed, while Governor Faubus personally undertakes, he 
promises, to raise the State’s quota for the Democratic Party’s Na- 
tional Committee. 

In this connection, a letter from Carpenter to school teachers, writ- 
ten subsequent to the election, is pertinent, and I have inserted that 
as exhibit A. (See exhibit 6, appendix I.) It is a letter in which 
Mr. Carpenter calls on the schoolteachers to show their appreciation 
to the titular head of the party by donating $5 apiece to the Demo- 
cratic Party. 

Mr. Keatrne. Was that for Faubus’ 1960 aspirations or for the 
present campaign ? 

Mr. Wetts. It seems this is what happened: Mr. Carpenter made 
the statement as chairman—-he was chairman before the Alford cam- 
paign and then when the campaign was over he became chairman 

gain of the Dollars for Democrats. Before the campaign he had 
as the statement that none of the money raised in Arkansas would 
go to the national committee. After the campaign, he made the 
statement that that was true, but that Governor Faubus personally 
would undertake to raise the State’s quota. The letter to the teachers 
was interpreted by some of the Democrats who are associated with 
the administration as the means by which Faubus’ promise to raise 
the quota for the national party would be fulfilled. 

The writein candidate’s campaign was one of the most expensive 
in the State’s history, and the source of these funds is a matter of 
public concern inasmuch as it was apparent that the titular head of 
the Democratic Party in Arkansas, the Governor of the State, him- 
self a Democratic nominee pledged to support all other nominees, 
was backing the writein candidate. Governor Faubus personally 
sought to induce other Democratic nominees to support the writein 
candidate. 

On November 12, I requested the Pulaski County Board of Elec- 
tion Commissioners to recount the sticker ballots and certify the 
number of such ballots in each precinct. That request was ignored, 
but after the board certified the returns it asked the prosecuting at- 
torney for instructions. He has informed me orally that, since the 
board has certified the vote, it cannot now without an order from the 
proper authority open the boxes for a recount of all or part of the 
ballots. 

Mr. Jones. Do you mean to tell the committee there was no real 
legal machinery by which those ballots could be examined? If they 
can be examined, what has been done by the petitioners or their as 
sociates to try to examine the ballots and to determine whether or not 
those ballots are legal or illegal ? 
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Mr. Wetts. All that has been done, has been done by me. I asked 
the county board at a time when they had the ballots in their pos- 
session, uncertified, to segregate those sticker ballots, and if they had 
been segregated, my plan was to go into court and contest them to 
determine— 

Mr. Jones. Let me divide my question. What can be done under 
the Arkansas law to examine those ballots ? 

Mr. We.ts. [ am not a lawyer, and I—— 

Mr. Jonns. Have'you sought any legal opinion? 

Mr. Wetts. I know that those ballots cannot be gotten into by a 
suit in Arkansas except by a candidate himself. 

Mr. Jones. Do you know whether Mr. Hays has shown any disposi- 
tion to examine those ballots ? 

Mr. Wetis. You mean whether he has shown a disposition to file a 
contest ¢ 

Mr. Jones. Whatever is necessary under the law to examine the 
ballots to ascertain whether or not the allegations contained in your 
petition are true. 

Mr. Wexts. He has filed no contest. In 1953, at a special primary 
in Arkansas, he did file a contest. 

Mr. Jones. Could you, on your own motion, being a qualified elector 
of the State, ots a suit ? 

Mr. Wetts. I could have challenged those sticker ballots if they 
had been segregated, but the attorneys I consulted said that I could 
not bring a suit to open up the ballot boxes. 

Mr. Jones. I thought that under almost any jurisprudence when 
fraud is alleged, the court could then take any suit that was nee essary 
to disclose whether or not there had been fraud committed in an 
election. 

Mr. We ts. So far as I know, the only recourse would be criminal 
prosecution. 

Mr. Jones. By either one of the candidates ? 

Mr. We tts. That is right. 

Mr. Jones. Under Arkansas law. 

Mr. Wetts. Yes. 

Mr. Jones. That has not been done, and that recourse is not open to 
you as a qualified elector to go into the courts and have that deter- 
mination made ? 

Mr. We ts. It is not. 

Mr. Keratrnea. It is inconceivable to me that these election officials 
themselves would not act to controvert these facts which you have set 
forth that more people voted than were signed up as having voted. 
Do not the election officials of the State have a right to recount those 
ballots on their own motion ? 

Mr. Weis. Of course, the prosecuting attorney has informed me 
that he would have to hold that since the vote was certified, the county 
board could not again go into them without an order from an appro- 
priate authority. 

Mr. Keating. Do you know what possible explanation they ha 
more people having voted than were actually signed up to vote? 

Mr. Wetts. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. O’Newn. Mr. Chairman, of course we are familiar with the 
“tate laws in our own States. In Massachusetts, for example, after 
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10 days, if the eandidate himself does not want to have a recount, any 
citizen could have a petition signed by 10 people from the ward and 
have a recount, whether the candidates wanted it or not—10 citizens 
could do that. 

Do you have such a protection in Arkansas / 

Mr. Wetts. Not specifically. However, the board on its own mo 
tion could have gone in there at my request or anybody else’s request 
up to the time the vote was certified. 

Mr. O’Nei_it. Lou mean the citizens themselves have no right to 
obtain review of an election ? 

Mr. Wetts. No, sir. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Wells, do you feel that all the known remedies have 
been exhausted in Arkansas to ascertain whether or not fraud has been 
perpetrated in this election 4 

Mr. Weurs. Have I exhausted all my known remedies ¢ 

Mr. Jonrs. Yes. 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Jones. Have you discussed this with Mr. Hays? 

Mr. Wenis. Very casually. Asa imatter of fact, of course Congress 
man Hays announced the day following the election that he would not 
contest the result. 

Mr. Jones. So that precludes anybody else from doing anything. 
As I understand you, under existing Arkansas law, that exhausts all 
the remedies at law other than a petition before this committee. 

Mr. Weis. That is right. 

Mr. Jones. No suit can be maintained or brought or initiated by 
anybody except Mr. Hays ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. It is too late for him to file a contest now. The time has 
run. 

Mr. Jones. The facts that you have supplied this committee were 
filed with the committee on what date ? 

Mr. Weuis. The first I mailed on December 3 

Mr. Jones. On December 3, the date when this information was 
made available to this committee, had the statutory period expired in 
Arkansas / 

Mr. Wetus. I am not positive about that. 

Mr. Jones. Do you know whether or not Mr. Hays was a recipient 
of the information contained in the complaint ? 

Mr. We ts. He was not. 

Mr. Jones. So far as you know, then, the information that you sup- 
plied the committee was not procured nor solicited on his part. 

Mr. Wetts. It was not. I did not send him a copy of the letter. 

Mr. Jones. You initiated this action without his endorsement or 
consent / You filed it on your own motion ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. That is right. 

Mr. Keatine. As acitizen. 

Mr. Weuts. That is right. I have talked with him casually about 
it. I have not gone over it with him. I have not supplied him with 
any of the documents in connection with it. 

Mr. Kratinc. Were you a voter in one of these election districts ? 

Mr. We ts. I voted in the third ward. 

Mr. Krartina. Is that one of these we have been talking about ? 

(No response. ) 
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Mr. Jones. Mr. Wells, do you hope to gain any benefit, either di- 
rectly or indirectly by your appearance here and by the initiation of 
this suit ¢ 

Mr. Weuts. No, sir. 

Mr. Keatine. Mr. Wells, I do not want to foreclose myself from 
making any final conclusions, but I commend you as a citizen for what 
you have done in bringing this to our attention, which strikes me as 
the kind of good ¢ itizenship which sets a high example. You believe 
this election was tainted with fraud, and you have come up here, I 
take it, at your own expense to present these facts to our committee. 
I think you are to be commended for it. 

Mr. Wetus. Thank you, sir. 

(Off the record.) 

Mr. We us. The prayer in that petition I shall not bother to read. 
[ would like to get into the supplement, because I think probably it 
has more substance than I was able to provide before. 

Mr. O’Nettu. Who is the authority for this? I understood that 
you referred to IBM. 

Mr. Wetis. The Service Bureau Corp. is an affiliate of IBM. 

Mr. O’Net. Do they make independent surveys ? 

Mr. Wetts. They make comparisons and checks, almost any chore 
you need done. I had an experience with them before. I asked them 
in this instance, I outlined the procedure that I had in mind, and that 
was to take these vote registers which I had microfilmed and cut cards 


on every voter and match those cards against, first, this list [ indicat- 


ing book] by wards and townships. Then after that was done, they 
took the exceptions which they noted and rechecked the register to 
see if they had possibly misspelled the name or gotten the initials 
wrong or something. Having done that, they went back and took 
what was left, which was 3,300 names of exceptions, and went to the 
master list of the electors at the last accounting. There are five books. 
Three of them are the city of Little Rock alphabetized A to Z. One 
of them is of North Little Rock, completely alphabetized, all the 
wards thrown together alphabetically. The third book is of all the 
other townships in the county. Those 3,300 names were checked 
against the master list. The Service Bureau report showed that there 
were 1,548 for whom they found no record of voter qualification on 
the county list of electors, and that there were 1,512 who had voted 
in a ward or township other than the ward or tow nship in which they 
resided, which would make 3,060 of those votes prima facie void. 
They needed supporting affidavits to establish their validity. 

On the matter of this voting outside the ward or township, the Su- 
preme Court of Arkansas in the case of Sprick v. Wasson (2d South- 
western, vol. 185, p. 939), ruled in an election contest there that the 
proof should have been shown. The lower court had held that the 
contestant could not submit as proof the names of persons who had 
voted outside the ward or township in which he lived. 

The supreme court overruled the lower court on that point and held 
that that proof should have been permitted. Of course after that 
proof had been put into the record, I am sure the court would have 
held that those persons should have had an opportunity to establish 
the validity of their vote. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Wells, this has not previously been submitted to the 
committee. 











1S COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 


Mr. WELLs. No, sir. 

Mr. Lone. Is it my understanding vou desire to submit it to the 
committee at this time? 

Mr. We ts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lone. And ask that it be made a part of the record ¢ 

Mr. We ts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lone. We have only one copy other than the copy you have. 

Mr. Wetts. This will be turned in with my statement here. 

Mr. Lone. Thank you. 

This is a supplemental statement which was prepared as of De- 
cember 13. I am using the same outline I followed in the initial 
yetition. Item 1 with respect to irregularities and violations of law: 

n North Little Rock ward 3, precinct B, Mrs. Van Mills, 2022 West 
16th Street, was a judge. She states that the polling place was over- 
run by persons handing out Alford stickers and that despite her pro 
test that this was illegal the activities continued, and that two deputy 
sheriffs who delivered an additional box for the ballots declared that 
the distribution of the stickers within the polling place would not be 
stopped. 

In North Little Rock ward 2, precinct D, Mrs. Harry Hildreth, a 
clerk who executed one of the affidavits attached to my original pe 
tition, has informed me that. white men accompanied by groups of 
Negroes evidently their employees, came into the polling place and 
voted the Negroes as a bloc. Section 3-910 Arkansas Statutes 1947 
provides (to prevent just such vote control) in precincts where more 
than 100 votes were cast at the next preceding election and where 
the electors consist of persons belonging to the different races, the 
judges and the sheriff in attendance shall, when persons of both races 
are present and ready to vote, so conduct admittance to the voting 
place as to permit persons of the white and colored races to cast their 
votes alternately. 

Where a majority of the judges and clerks did not acquiesce in the 
distribution of the Alford stickers within the polling place an orderly 
election was conducted. Those who were at first insistent upon 
passing out stickers as ballots were handed out, left the premises. 
This conclusion can be drawn for the election in Little Rock ward 1. 
penton EK, where, I have learned from Mrs. L. A. Henry, a judge of 
pox 2, that an Alford representative appeared with stickers and de- 
manded that he be allowed to hand them out in the polling place. 
When permission was refused, he made a telephone call within her 
hearing in a futile effort to obtain official authority. Failing in that, 
he departed. The election proceeded in normal fashion. In that 
precinct the vote was Hays 985, Alford 551. 

In Little Rock ward 3, precinct A, balloting is conducted in the 
rotunda of the Pulaski County Courthouse. One of the clerks there 
was Mrs. Hoyce Drummond, an affidavit. from whom accompanied 
my original petition. She confirms that, when the box was taken 
into the country —_ s office only a few feet from the polling place 
and was opened for remove! of the certificates and registers. a by- 
stander observed that. Alford stickers were in the box, asked how 
they came to be there and took possession of them. These are the 
stickers which are exhibits to my petition. 

I am not relating here other significant instances susceptible to 
proof which I have not had the time to assemble in such form as to 
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submit it fully substantiated. A formal investigation would easily 
obtain this and a great deal of additional evidence similar to the 
example which I have cited. 

Attorney General Bruce Bennett who issued the ruling that voters 
might use stickers to indicate a writein choice has told me that his 
opinion did not rule even by implication that a sticker with an “X” 
printed beside the name of a candidate could be used legally. 

It has not been possible in the period since the November 4 vote was 
certified to make as thorough analysis from the official lists of voters 
in Pulaski County as I should have preferred but I engaged the Serv- 
ice Bureau Corporation (hereafter referred to as SBC), an affiliate of 
International Business Machines, to compare the voters’ list with 
the Pulaski County official list of qualified voters, i.e., all persons 
registered as qualified electors not later than October 1, 1958. 

In Jacksonville, SBC reports after a series of checks that 129 (over 
10 percent) of those listed as voters there did not appear from the 
records to be qualified electors in that town. It would be necessary, 
of course, to have access to the ballots to determine how many of 
those were among the (at least) 66 votes reported in Jacksonville 
ward 2 in excess of the number of persons who, if the register can 
be relied upon, actually received ballots in that precinct. Here 434 
votes were counted in the Congress race—325 for Alford and 109 for 
Hays—whereas in the Governor’s race, with names of both candidates 
printed on the ballot, the total vote was only 164. In Jacksonville 
ward 2 there were 195 prima facie questionable ballots. 

In North Little Rock ward 4, precinct B, where 368 names were 
on the list of persons voting but where 427 votes for Congress candi- 
dates were counted—243 for Alford and 184 for Hays—SBC reports 
that 50 persons who appeared not qualified to vote were among those 
listed as having voted. Adding the 59 excess of votes over voters 
in that precinct to the 50 apparently not qualified voters, the prima 
facie void vote in that precinct is 109. 

In Big Rock Township, precinct D, where 975 votes were shown 
for the Congress candidates—738 for Alford and 237 for Hays— 
with 984 names on the list of voters, SBC reports that 116 listed as 
voters there were tentatively found to be not qualified electors in that 
township, hence this is the minimum number of prima facie void votes. 
Only 788 votes were shown for both candidates for Governor. 

In Brodie Township, precinct B, where 165 votes for Congress can- 
didates were shown—123 for Alford and 42 for Hays—with only 164 
names on the voters’ register, SBC reports 59 of the voters appeared 
not to be qualified electors. These plus the 1 excess vote points to a 
prima facie void total in that precinct of 60 votes. 

In Gray Township, where the total vote for the Congress candi- 
dates was 386—237 for Alford and 149 for Hays—SBC reports that 
185 of the 399 names listed as voters appear not to be qualified elec- 
tors in that township and their votes are prima facie void. 

In Hill-Young Township, precinct E, whbie 94 persons were listed 
as voters and a total of 98 votes were counted for Congress candi- 
dates was 386—237 for Alford and 149 for Hays—SBC reports that 
names on the list of voters appeared to not be qualified. Adding the 
4 excess votes over voters in that precinct to the 18 apparently not 


qualified electors, the prima facie void vote total in that precinct 
is 29. 
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In Worthen Township, where 272 persons were listed as voters and 
a total of 276 votes were counted for Congress candidates—142 for 
Hays and 134 for Alford—SBC reports that 23 of those on the vot- 
ers’ register appear to be not qualified voters. Adding the excess of 
4 votes over voters to the 23 apparently not qualified voters, the prima 
facie void vote in that precinct is 27. 

Wherever the number of votes counted in any race exceeds the num- 
ber of voters listed it is the duty of those in charge of the election to 
inquire into and correct the obvious dise repi ney regardless of the ef- 
fect on any candidates. Thus in Little Rock ward : » prec inet C, 
where 522 votes were counted for Congress candidate ABT 37 for Hays 
and 85 for Alford—and where only 520 names of voters were listed, 
an explanation should be fortheoming. This can only be had by tak- 
ing the legal steps by which your committee might have the ballot 
boxes opened and the ballots checked. 

If the committee undertakes an investigation it will find in some 
precincts with more than one box and more than one set of judges and 
clerks the number of ballots in one of the boxes will in some cases 
exceed the number of names on the register of voters for that box. 
Where the total number of votes for all boxes in a precinct does not 
exceed the total number of names on the register, I am not claiming 
that any part of the ballots are on that account prima facie void but 
the committee will be justified in reconciling the respective | totals. 

As an example, in Little Rock ward 4, precinct A, box 72, 734 votes 
were reported for Congress candidates—473 for Alford and 261 for 
Hays—although only 678 names are on the list of voters. This dif- 
ference of 56, however, could be accounted for by the difference be- 
tween the total number of votes for Congress candidates—S809 (A]- 
ford received 497 and Hays 312)—in box 1 of that precinct. There, 
there were 889 names on the list of voters. Thus the combined total 
of the vote for Congress—1,548—is within the total number of votes 
in that precinct, 1,567. 

Perhaps I should add the explanation that the apparent discrep- 
ancy in totals for boxes in the same precincts can be the result of 
persons registering with the officials at one box, taking their ballots 
and, after filling them out, dropping them in the box of which another 
group of judges and clerks has charge. 

I repeat, however, that this is an irregularity which merits the 
attention of the committee inasmuch as the county and State election 
boards ignored these and all other discrepancies or irregularities. 

I am attaching as an exhibit the SBC reports. (See exhibit 7, 
appendix I.) Here I wish to emphasize that this phase of the in- 
quiry has not been completed for lack of time. Specifically there 
has been no opportunity to carry the investigation to the point of 
determining the number of multiple votes by the same person. Some 
such apparent instances were detected and noted but I did not want 
to make an allegation of that kind without exhausting the means of 
obtaining an explanation. 

I personally observed judges and clerks in Little Rock ward 4 each 
counting separate stacks of ballots, whereas the governing statute 
(sec. 3- “1001, Ark. Stats. 1947) requires that ballots shall be taken 
one by one from the box by one of the judges who shall read aloud 
the names of persons voted for contained therein and then hand the 
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ballot to the second judge who shall pass it to the third judge (as 
the tally is made). 

I heard complaints from judges and clerks that they had no in- 
structions whatever with respect to the laws and regulations appli- 
cable to the conduct of the election. I would not ask the committee 
to make an investigation solely because of the type of irregularity in 
the method of counting of the ballots but it is a circumstance to be 
taken into consideration when viewing the overall picture of irregu- 
larities. 

Other irregularities in disregard of State and Federal corrupt 
practices laws occurred during the campaign and helped create the 
unwholesome atmosphere in which the election was conducted. 
Examples : 

Those of us who constituted the general public had no opportunity 
to protect our legal votes from the offsetting effect of the stickers. 
These were not distributed by the Alford headquarters until the Sun- 
day prior to the election. The sticker is the type of campaign ma- 
terial which an Arkansas law cited by the State’s attorney general 
in a qualifying opinion to the chairman of the Pulaski County Elec- 
tion Board bars from polling places and also in the type of campaign 
material which State and Federal laws require shall be signed to 
show who is responsible for the printing and distribution. But the 
Alford stickers were not signed. Uniform voted could not determine 
from inspecting it that the sticker was not provided officially just as 
were the ballots. It was the obvious intent of the Alford organiza- 
tion to lead as many people as possible to believe that the sticker was 
officially issued. If this was not fraud it approached it. 

Mr. Krartne. Let me ask you a question: In the precinct in which 
you are giving these particulars, did you see these Alford stickers ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. There were none there when I voted. I voted early 
and I didn’t go back. 

The Crairman. How much more time will you need ? 

Mr. We tts. I am about to get through and then I am through. 

Two, that the distribution of the unsigned circular which pictured 
Congressman Hays with two Negro churchmen in Chicago was in 
violation of State and Federal law must have been known to those 
responsible for the reason that when the same picture was used in 
an advertisement in the Arkansas Democrat on Monday, November 3, 
the accompanying text was changed and a name was printed to indi- 
cate ey 

Mr. Keratina. I did not get that. Was there a name which ap- 
peared on there as the one responsbile for that advertisement ? 

Mr. We tts. No, sir; there is not. 

Three, I charge that the write-in candidate’s repeated and frequent 
allusions to himself as the “Democratic” candidate in speeches and 
advertising was a resort to fraud, all the more censur¢ ible—and fraud- 
ulent—since the titular head of the Democratic Party in Arkansas, 
Governor Faubus, and the chairman of the Democratic Party finance 
campaign in the State, Claude Carpenter, Jr., with others wielding 
the party’s powers collaborated in publicly sanctioning the deception. 

Mr. Jones. Let me interrupt to ask you a question: 

Mr. Keating asked you whether or not there was a disclosure as 
to who was responsible for the advertisement. ‘The whole thing was 
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not a matter of an advertisement. It was just a clear-cut sticker, was 
it not? 

Mr. Keating. No, I am talking about that one with the picture of 
Mr. Hays. 

Mr. Jones. Excuse me. I misunderstood you. 

Mr. Weuts. To familiarize the committee with the devious means 
by which Dr. Alford projected the thought that he was the Demo- 
cratic candidate, I am tendering as exhibits copies of the two speeches 
which he made over television stations in Little Rock. (See exhibits 
8 and 9, appendix I.) You will find he made the statement: 

Your Congressman now is carrying the label of the National Democratic 
Party. 

In view of the fact that Congressman Hays was renominated in 
the Democratic primary July 29, 1958, conducted by the Democratic 
State and county committees of Arkansas and that he had paid his 
primary fee to the Democratic State committee, he alone was entitled 
to the support of every other nominee in that primary. 

That is my statement; not the statement in Dr. Alford’s speech. 

Dr. Alford added in the same speech: 

I am a Democrat, but I am not a Paul Butler Democrat * * * I am an Arkan- 
sas Democrat. 

Patently he was consciously undertaking to confuse the public. 

I invite the attention of the committee to the remainder of Dr. 
Alford’s speeches. 

The so-called write-in candidacy of Dale Alford was conceived and 
ee as a conspiracy to use the power of position in the Demo- 

‘atic Party to overturn the will of the majority of Democrats voting 
in thse July 29 primary. 

This in my judgment is the gravest aspect of the case. The last 
date for citizens to qualify as electors eligible to vote in the November 
4 general election was October 1. There is reason to believe Governor 
faubus, Dr. Alford, Claude Carpenter, Jr., and their associates knew 
in advance of that date that they would undertake a campaign to over- 
ride the expressed wishes of the majority who voted for Congressman 
Hays’ renomination. They concealed their plans until after the dead- 
line for voter qualification. It may or may not be significant that, 
while the total number of persons qualifying to vote in the general 
election was statewide, 11,728 fewer than qualified in 1957, in Pulaski 
County the number increased 2,816. 

Mr. W. H. Laubach, Republican member and secretary of the county 
election board, told me a week prior to the election that the new com- 
cones? Wylie Cavin, had the privilege of naming judges and clerks 

r the North Little Rock and rural prec incts—all precincts except 
Little Rock—and had not yet turned in his list to the secretary’s 
office. 

The chairman, E. A. Henry, submitted the lists for the Little Rock 
precincts. ae 

Mr. Gavin, who asked and received the attorney general’s opinion 
upholding stickers for ballots, is not a lawyer; he is engaged in several 
lines of business, in one of which he is dependent upon i the pleasure of 
the Faubus administration for his license. He did not consult Mr. 
Henry, chairman of the county board, who is a lawyer. Instead he 
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wrote the letter to the attorney general without letting Mr. Henry 
know what was brewing. The fact that Mr. Henry, a lawyer, im- 
mediately addressed letters to the attorney general raising questions 
as to the correctness of the first opinion, makes it apparent that the 
law itself and the 1982 Supreme Court opinion which‘ the attorney 
general cited did not support the latter’s ruling. 

It will be noted in one of the Alford ads a claim is made that the 
attorney general and Supreme Court had approved the specific sticker 
that wasused. This was not true. 

The secrecy surrounding the issuance of the first opinion (approv- 
ing stickers without being specific as to their form) bears out the 
charge that the Alford ¢ maida was projected through a conspiracy. 
Attorney General Bennett has told me, since my petition was filed 
with the committee, that while in Florida he received a telephone call 
from one of his assistants, Roy Finch, relative to the request that was 
first made orally and submitted in writing under an October 30 date. 
Mr. Finch did the research, or at least advised Mr. Bennett that the 
1932 Supreme Court opinion (handed down when the ballot form 
and method of indicating the choice of candidate was entirely dif- 
ferent) would permit the use of stickers by Dr. Alford. 

Already I have reviewed Mr. C arpenter’s s intimate association with 
the Faubus administration up to the time, and since, he handled the 
Alford campaign. It is noteworthy that, when C arpenter was in 
Washington recently with a national committee member’s proxy, he 
was ac companied by Mr. Finch. Upon their return home, Mr. Finch’s 
mqeeeee as an assistant attor ney general and his association with 
Mr. Carpenter in the practice of law was announced. 

Dr. Alford has reported to the House an amount which he said was 
spent by Thomas C. Hockersmith & Associates in his behalf which 
is only a small part of the total disbursed in the A! “ord campaign by 
that advertising firm. I strongly urge that the committee inquire 
fully into all expenditures by both candidates for Congress, and also 
in their behalf by committees or friends supporting them. Such an 
investigation will, I am confident, leave no doubt that Governor 
Faubus saw to it that the Alford campaign did not lack for funds. 
If that is established fact, the public should be informed. 

I hesitate to involve individuals whom Governor Faubus could 
injure except where the committee deems this essential. If the com- 
mittee will inquire into instances of improper approaches made to 
other Democratic nominees by Governor Faubus and/or associates, I 
shall supply names of persons who can substantiate the allegation 
that the Governor and his associates did seek to induce other nominees 
to support the write-in candidate. 

I am tendering herewith the microfilmed copies of the vote registers 
of the general election in Pulaski County (see exhibit 3, appendix I) ; 
copies of abstracts of the vote by precincts in all counties of the Fifth 
Congressional District (see exhibit 10, appendix I) ; the printed list of 
qué ilified electors in Pulaski C ounty (see exhibit 11, appendix I). 

If the committee wishes additional information or exhibits which I 
can help furnish, I hope it will call on me. 

The Cuamman, Are there any other questions ? 

Mr. Krartina. I just want to ask one question about this Service 
Bureau Corp., who made this survey. I am not familiar with that 
organization. You say that is a branch of IBM? 
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Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kreatine. How long have they had this bureau going / 

Mr. Wewts. The Service Bureau Corp. is fairly recent, but I had 
had another experience with using IBM before this partic wular branch 
was divorced from it in making a similar check. 

Mr. Kearine. A similar check of records? 

Mr. Wetis. Of voting records. If the committee would hear me I 
would like to tell about it. I think it substantiates the accuracy of 
what has been aoe here. 

Mr. Krarinc. I don’t know anything about this corporation. If it 
tends to substantiate the facts, I would be glad to hear it. 

Mr. Wetts. In 1954, Governor Faubus made his campaign for 
Governor, and there was a runoff primary. He ran against Governor 
Cherry, seeking the second term. ‘There were so many peculiarities 
that I made a survey of the general situation, and I could afford per 
sonally to have a survey made of Madison County in particular. 
Madison County is a county in which Governor Faubus lives. 

Mr. Kearine. Is that inthis congressional district ? 

Mr. We ts. No, sir; it is not but the method was used. In that 
county I arranged to have access 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Chairman, I don’t see the relevance of this. 

The CHarrman. No. I don’t see any re ‘levance either. 

Mr. Wetts. The point I was making was they made the survey. 

The CHatrMan. Do you care to m: ake a brief statement / 

Mr. Wetus. They found there were 1,150 illegal ballots in Madison 
County by the same survey used here. That survey was never chal 
lenged. I published the names in that instance. 

Mr. KrArivc. Was that where they first found a prima facie case 
of illegality ¢ 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sn 

Mr. Krartine. Is it a comparison like the one you have made in this 
case where you s\y certain ballots prima facie were illegal ? 

Mr. Weis. These were 1,150 people who did not pay poll tax at 
all. Their names were in the county. I took a gamble. I accepted 
the report of IBM, published the names of these people, and was 
never challenged by anybody. 

Mr. Lone. I think there is some question on the circular of Con- 
gressman Hays with the two Negro ministers. I don’t believe it was 
completely understood by all parties. Mr. Wells’ statement was, that 
the distribution of the unsigned circular, which pictured Congess 
man Hays with the two Negro churchmen in Chicago was in violation 
of State and Federal law; and that must have been known to those 
responsible for the reason that when the same picture was used in an 
advertisement in the Arkansas Democrat on Monday, November 3, 
the accompanying text was changed and a name was printed to indi 
‘ate responsibility. 

When it was first distributed, there was evidently no notice on it as 
to the person responsible for ‘its publication and distribution, but 
later when it appeared in the newspaper advertisement, there was 
such a notice on it. 

Mr. Keatinc. When it appeared in the newspaper advertisement 
did it state who was responsible for its publication ? 

Mr. Lone. As I understand from his statement on November 3, it 
did, sir. 
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Mr. Wetts, It was signed by the name Dewey Kauffman. 

Mr. Jones. I believe your affidavit shows the advertisement to 
which you referred in your petition was taken out of the Commercial 
Appe: al, which is a newspaper published outside the Arkansas Fifth 
District. 

Mr. Wetis. That wasn’t an advertisement. That was a news item 
reprinted as an advertisement. That circular is a reprint of a news 
item. 

Mr. Keating. You say the man’s name was Dewey Kauffman ? 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kearine. In other words, it is inferred that he was the one 
who paid for the advertisement in the paper? 

Mr. Lone. That is what I understand he is testifying to. 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lona. I thought there was some misunderstanding. 

Mr, O'NEILL. As a newspaper publisher, would you take an ad 
without a man’s signature appearing on it ? 

Mr. Werts. No, sir. Asa pr inter I wouldn't print a political cir- 
cular unless it was signed. 

Mr. O’NEILt. eae newspaper took it. 

Mr. We tts. No, the newspaper didn’t. The circular was unsigned. 

Mr. O’Nemt. The ‘y ran a similar picture in the newspaper. 

Mr. Wetts. But it carried a picture, a signature, at that time. 

Mr. Keattne. The paper showed that this Dewey Kauffman paid 
for the advertisement ? 

Mr. Wetts. Paid for the advertisement, yes. 

Mr. Keatrine. Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Weis. No; I don’t. 

The Cuairman. Do you care to make a brief statement ? 

Dr. Atrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you are about 
to give this special committee will be the truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Dr. Atrorp. I do. 


STATEMENT OF DR. DALE ALFORD, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Dr. Atrorp. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appre- 
ciate your hearing me. I shall make only a brief statement, and I 
shall present this. I am not an attorney, but I do have the authority 
for the things we used in the campaign right here. These are from 
the files of the Arkansas Supreme Court. 

The CrramMan. Is that Mrs, Alford with you? 

Dr. Acrorp. This is my wife, Mrs. Alford. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, there is one thing 
that has been presented here that I think is going to be rather en- 
lightening to the gentleman who has been speaking this afternoon, 
and somewhat disillusioning. You are looking at the two individuals 
that placed the name of Dale Alford, or this individual, as a candi- 
date, as a write-in candidate, for Congress, from the Fifth District of 
Arkansas. If there were any conspiracy, it happened in the breakfast 
room of my home at No. 12 Ozark Point, Little Rock, Ark. 

As a member of the Little Rock School Board for the past 314 
years, IT have been vitally concerned with some of the proble ms that 
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have been confronting Arkansas. I have also been concerned with 
government for some time as indicated, Iam a graduate of the Uni- 
versity of Arkansas School of Medicine, in 1939. I had my post- 
graduate training at the U niversity of Ilinois, i in Chicago. I ama 
fellow of the American Academy of Ophthalmology, a fellow of the 
American Academy of Surgeons, a fellow of the International College 
of Surgeons. 

As to the inference here this afternoon I am somewhat embarrassed 
because I do wish to speak up for the wonderful people of Little 
Rock, Ark. They are honest people and I sincerely believe that I have 
been honestly elected. I say to you truthfully and sincerely that I 
have no desire whatsoever to serve in such a distinguished body as 
the House of Representatives of this Congress unless I am honestly 
elected to represent the people of the Fifth Congressional District, 
and I sincerely believe that I have been so elec ted, so may I submit 
to you that my wife and I are the ones who dec ided that I would be 
the one who would enter this race for Congress. 

I can substantiate that. by friends who appeared in my home and 
had dinner with us, who visited with us , long before the names of 
other people were attached to this ca mpaign. Naturally I wanted 
the support of everyone when I entered this campaign, just as you 
gentlemen do when you are in your campaigns. I wanted the sup- 
port of everyone I could receive, honestly and honorably, as a 
gentleman. 

So we went about the campaign in that manner. I also told the 
members of my campaign, including advertising man Mr. Hocker- 
smith, and the ‘ampaign manager—and [I will have just a brief 
word relative to that in a moment, I said to them, “Gentlemen, as I 
am going into this campaign, when we have completed I do not want 
to be in the position to have to apologize for anything, for any siate- 
ment, or any adve rtising that has been carried on on my beh: lf be- 
cause my home is here, my roots have been in Arkansas since 1820 
and I do not — to do anything that would discredit my family, 
my ec] id: en, Or yth? ne that i J { l hat 1 ould ref] ct O ‘y oF.) 
in the future, even if I were not elected or elected. That makes no 
difference.” 

Now, then, as to the validity of the write-in sticker, this was car- 
ried out in a very proper manner. We sought legal counsel. We ob- 
tained before we started into this campaign, and may I say to you 
that relative to the inference that has been made, that I conspired, as 
it were, and I hesitate to use that word, with Governor Faubus, to 
enter the race. I can refute that now. I had definitely made up my 
mind to be a candidate on a write-in basis, and as a Democrat, and 
I think that some of my ancestors were some of the first Democrats 
when the Democratic Party was first born, Mr. Davis, so I have no 
apologies for that. 

The advertising did not state. Mr. Chairman, “Democratic candi- 
date.” The advertising stated very clearly and distinctly “Demo- 

ratic write-in candidate for Congress.” 

There is a distinct difference. We use the words “write-in” all 
the time. 

In seeking legal counsel, obviously we went to the attorney general 
of Arkansas, and I was able to secure before coming here today this 
letter that was addressed to— 
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Mr. Keatine. If you will permit an interruption, Dr. Alford, I 
do not know about the accurracy of this, but this exhibit has attached 
to your name “Democratic candidate.” Whether that is accurate or 
not, I have no way of knowing, but it purports to be a facsimile of 

some advertisement which appeared. 

Dr. Atrorp. I can assure you, Mr. Keating, that if anything were 
done in that manner, it was purely incidental and accidental, because 
we very clearly as a policy of the campaign made it clear "that. we 
must use a write-in candidate. May I say that Governor Faubus 
made it very clear to me before the election ‘that he was a Democratic 
nominee and that he would take no part in the campaign. 

May I go ahead with the letter, sir ? 

This letter is dated October : 30, 1958, Office of the Attorney Gen- 
Sr., Member, Pulaski County Board of Election Commissioners, Little 
Rock, Ark. 


Dear Mr. Cavins In your letter of October 30, 1958, you request my opinion 
upon the legality of a write-in candidate or his representative to distribute paper 
stickers bearing his name with a box following it with an X marked therein, or 
rubber stamp upon the ballot with the intention of voting for the candidate 
whose name appears thereupon. You also ask if the votes so cast would be legal 
votes, and if they should be counted by the election officials as such. 

In the case found at 186 Ark. 314, decided October 31, 1932, the Arkansas 
Supreme Court was asked to rule upon the validity of prepared stickers or pasters 
distributed by candidates to voters for the purpose of placing the same upon 
the ballot in a school election as votes for write-in candidates. In determining 
the legality of such stickers, the Arkansas Supreme Court used the following 
language: 

“We think it makes no difference how the electors placed the names of the 
persons they desired to vote for on the ballot in the absence of fraud. They 
might have been written with pen and ink, pencil, typewritten, or by stickers and 
the result would be the same, as in either case it expressed the wish of the in- 
dividual voter * * *. We do not think the word ‘write’ is there used in a tech- 
nical sense, but that such name might be placed on the ballot in any convenient 
way such as the use of a sticker or rubber stamp as was done in this case * * *. 
It was left to the electors to vote for whom they pleased by ‘writing’ their names 
on the ballot. If they chose to use stickers with the names of the persons they 
desired to vote for printed thereon we can see no valid objection thereto, and 
there is no provision of the statute violated.” [Emphas’s supplied. | 

Yours very truly, 
BrRucE BENNETT, Attorney General. 
By Roy Fincu, Jr., 
Chief Assistant Attorney General. 

Mr. Keatina. May I ask, Dr. Alford, in that school case which is 
referred to, did the sticker have the X on it? 

Dr. Atrorp. Sir, I do not know, but I do have the reports here. 

May I say to you, as I remarked in preface, that before I came 
here tod: ay, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I had only 
a brief idea of possibly what Mr. Wells would present. In the first 
place, all of the things that he has presented here today have not been 
made public in Arkansas to my knowledge, not in a legal way cer- 

tainly. There has been no legal recourse in proper legal procedures, 
to my knowledge. 

Mr. Lone. M: iy I ask that the letter which the doctor read be made 
a part of the record before we get too far ahead of it, please? (See 
exhibit 12, appendix I.) 

Dr. Atrorp. I want to say, too, that in this campaign this was a 
most unusual campaign. Gentlemen, I think it was really a cam- 
paign of the people. I don’t see how any more fair a campaign could 
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ever have been, because people were out working that I never heard 
about. I had one lady stop me on the street in Little Rock a few days 
ago and say, “Dr. Alford, I want to introduce myself. I made 150 
telephone calls to friends myself to solicit that they go to the polls 
and write in your name.” I merely submit that as an example of the 
sort of campaign we were in. 

I couched the campaign speeches. I wrote my own speeches and 
Mrs. Alford typed them. We pushed this thing together—with 
friends and with campaign helpers, of course, as any campaign would 
have. We wanted to do it honorably and without any blemish toward 
anyone. We believe that we have done that. 

In the heat of a campaign, I want to say clearly I don’t know all 
the things that were done. These things which I have been hearing 
today are new to me. 

If there is to be an investigation, one thing interests me in Mr. 
Wells’ own investigation here. I must say on Mr. Wells’ behalf, I 
think he must be going at great financi: - sacrifice to have such an 
investigation carried on in his behalf. I don’t believe his business 
warrants this type of thing. That is my personal opinion. I believe 
in my opinion, that someone else is financing this study. 

As to the election and the pattern it took, since Mr. Wells is so con- 
cerned about Pulaski County, which I agree contains one-tenth of the 
population of Arkansas, I am interested and I was interested in the 
question of the gentleman who asked him relative to one of the coun- 
ties. I am interested, in behalf of fairness and honesty, to know why 
other counties have not been pinpointed and selected. I would like to 
refer you to the vote in those counties. In Conway County, for ex- 
ample, Hays received 3,042, and our vote was 774. In Faulkner 
Count y—— 

Mr. Kerattna. Do you allege any irregularities in the counties you 
referred to? 

Dr. Atrorp. I am alleging no irregularities, sir. I am merely say- 
ing if there is to be an investigation in obvious votes, all I have are 
vote totals. I have no evidence of fraud. 

Mr. Kerattne. Of course, he has set forth a prima facie case of ir- 
regularity. The reason I was inquiring was, normally this commit- 
tee will investigate only in those counties where there is an allegation 
of irregularity. I wondered whether you were making such an 
allegation. 

Dr. Atrorp. May ! say, Mr. Keating, as I said before, I had no 
knowledge of what was going to be presented here today, and if the 
thing is to be studied further, naturally I would seek legal counsel 
and I will come forward witha properly presented case. I apologize 
to you for the loose manner in which it is being presented on my be- 
half, but I have been here just this afternoon taking notes. I have no 
prepared statement. 

Mr. Keatine. My personal judgment is that I would prefer you to 
present your case tomorrow. I understood you wanted to present it 
this evening or now. 

The Cuatrman. I thought we would make as much progress as we 
could here today. 

Dr. ALrorp. You see, Mr. Keating, | had no idea what I would be 
required to present. This is my certification of election from the 
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secretary of state of Arkansas, and I have been under the impression 
that I have been legally, honestly, and in every proper way elected 
as the Congressman from the Fifth District. 

Mr. Jones. You became aware of the allegations contained in the 
petition today for the first time ? 

Dr. Atrorp. That is correct. 

Mr. Jones. You would like an opportunity to make full and com- 
plete answers to all questions, especially legal questions, which you 
do not understand and the legal consequences of which you do not 
comprehend ? 

Dr. Axrorp. That is correct. I would have to rely upon legal 
counsel, and [ would like to do that if this is to be investigated 
further. 

With your indulgence, may I go on with these vote totals here? I 
wish to make a point on that. 

The CuarrmMan. Then I think we can recess until tomorrow, because 
it is almost 6 o’clock now. 

Dr. Aurorp. I can sum up very briefly, Mr. Davis. 

The Cuatrman. That is all right. You go ahead, Doctor. 

Dr. Atrorp. Then I won’t bother you with those vote totals, 
but I would like to point out that I resent very much the inference 
which has been made to associate me with a conspiracy, because I feel 
that that is a personal charge, that there is nothing that is more dis- 
tasteful to my character than dishonest elections. I do not want any 
part of it. 

I would like to point out for the committee, since Mr. Wells has 
gone to this trouble, that in the vote totals that 1 would give you, the 
ones Mr. Hays carried by such tremendous majority were carried by 
Governor Faubus by the same majority. 

I also submit to the committee—I do not have the exact totals, so 
I can’t give it to you, and I apologize—it has been my information 
that I carried Pulaski C ounty by a greater majority than did Gov- 
ernor Faubus. 

This was my own campaign. As I said, I resent any tie-in. I would 
say to you gentlemen as Congressmen from your districts, I do sub- 
mit that if you are with your ‘people and well entrenched in your dis- 
tricts, do you think that one unknown politically can unseat you in a 

campaign that was active for only 6 days on a writein basis, regard- 
less of what governor was backing you? I submit that for your 
honest and sincere consideration. 

[ want to say in behalf of Governor Faubus—— 

Mr. Jones. Doctor, are you saying that Mr. Hays did not win sub- 
stantially in the primaries, immediately prior to the election ? 

Dr. Atrorp. Yes, sir, he did. 

Mr. Jones. By 16,000 votes. 

Dr. Atrorp. That is correct, sir. Iam glad you brought that peint 
out. That is one thing I would like to submit. I would also like to 
add—— 

Mr. Jones. That is some evidence of the fact that the Governor was 
not involved in that campaign, is it not ? 

Dr. Atrorp. It may well be, sir. I am not affirming or denying 
anything of that sort. I will say in behalf of Governor -Faubus that 
| think that his popularity in Arkansas is well established by having 
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carried 75 counties, and I believe that so long as he does, the will of 
the people of Arkansas, he will be in their ‘good stead. I will say 
that— 

Mr. Jonrs. Mr. Hays was in pretty good political position until he 
engaged in a contest w ‘ith Mr. Faubus, was he not ? 

Dr. Aurorp. Mr. Hays was in a contest with me, Mr. Jones, not 
with Governor Faubus. I was the one who brought the charges. 

Mr. Jones. There is a difference of opinion between you and a lot of 
other people in Arkansas as to whether or not Governor Faubus took 
part in that campaign, is that correct 

Dr. ALrorp. I would like to say, as I said at the outset of the cam- 
paign, I wouldn’t deny that at all. I said at the outset of the cam- 
paign I wanted the support of every one. I talked to other officials 
also. 

Mr. Jones. That is one — of all politicians, is it not ? 

Dr. Atrorp. That is right, si 

I want to say to the gentlemen 1 of the committee that my motives are 
sincere and honorable and I have no desire, I repeat, to be seated in 
this distinguished body unless I have in fact been placed there hon 
estly by the people of my district as their Representative. 

Furthermore, am convinced that any close scrutiny of the ballots 
will definitely increase my margin of victory in the final tabulation. 

Mr. O'NEILL. W ill you have any objection to the so-called ballot 
boxes being shipped up here ¢ 

Dr. Atrorp. None whatsoever. If that is done, Mr. O'Neill, I think 
in fairness to all concerned, every ballot box in the Fifth Congres 
sional peateriot should be submitted to you. I think you would agree 
to that. If we are going to investigate one box we should investigate 
all of them. 

Mr. Jones. In other words, you would like to have your right of 
petition reserved as well as the petitioner who is now before the 
committee. 

Dr. ALrorp. Yes. 

There is one other point: I am not an attorney so I cannot give you 
the exact law on this, but there is a legal proc edure in Arkansas that 
gives a certain number of days that anyone does have the right to file. 

Mr. O’Nemu. Any citizen of Arkansas? 

Dr. Atrorp. That is right. Anyone can impound the boxes by legal 
procedure. 

Mr. Keatine. He does not have to be a candidate ? 

Dr. Atrorp. That is my impression. He has to be a candidate to 
contest the whole election, but within a certain number of days, Mr. 
Keating, that is my understanding. I will have to get the law for you. 

Mr. Kratine. Let me just ask you this: I am ‘immensely curious 
about these figures given to us by Mr. Wells. Do you have any expla- 
nation whatever about the fact that there were more people voting 
than were listed as having appeared there to vote, or do you think that 
those figures are open to challenge? Do you ch: lenge the figures or 
is there some explanation which is unknown to me? I cannot conceive 
of the situation. 

Dr. Atrorp. May I submit this to you? 

Mr. Kratine. Yes. 
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Dr, ALrorp. I submit that this is not a formal investigation that we 
are having as yet. I do not know that that is true. 

Mr. Kearrinea. I see. Mr. Wells has certainly stated a prima facie 
case. 

Dr. Atrorp. He testified under oath. He has been examined. [fit 
is true then it certainly raises an indication to me that we should go 
further and investigate the legality of the elections in those particular 
areas. 

I would like to add one thing, if I may, also from notes which I 
have been taking and thoughts as we went along this afternoon. 

I think it is generally known—and I don’t know what position he 
held—it is generally known that Mr. Wells participated actively in 
Mr. Hays’ behalf in the campaign. I have no record of proof here, 
but I think it is generally known that Mr. Wells is related by marriage 
to Mr. Hays through their wives. I am not sure of that. It is my 
sincere opinion that, for example, he mentioned the name of Mrs. 
Boyce Drummond. Mrs. Drummond called me a few days ago. 
These are just things that I am reminding myself of which I wrote 
here this afternoon. She is a wonderful I: ady of a fine, old family in 
Little Rock. She called me relative to the questions that Mr. H: ays 
had brought up this afternoon. She wasn’t questioned by Mr. Hays 
but she was questioned by an attorney, a Mr. Church, who apparently 
is not here this afternoon. Mrs. Drummond told me, “Dr. Alford, as 
far as I know, there wasn’t anything improper happened. I was one 
of the judges at my precinet P 

She said, *’There were some stickers on the table, but there wasn’t 
any passing out of stickers on behalf of the judges and clerks.’ 

Mr. Keatinc. Do you contend it is legal to have those stickers lying 
at the polling places ¢ 

Dr. Aurorp. Absolutely no, Mr. Keating. She said they brought 
them in there, you see. ‘They were not being used at all. They were 

right where the judges and clerks were. They were not being passed 
out. I am quoting Mrs. Drummond from the telephone conversation. 

Mr. Kearine. Do you contend it was legal to have those stickers 
lying there on the table? 

Dr. Atrorp. No, sir. What I am saying is that someeone in there— 
who, she did not know—took those stickers and put them aside. She 
said at the close of the day they took those stickers and put them all 
in the box and sent them all in to the courthouse. That is the only 

call I have had. They took everything they had on their table, you 
see, and sent them in. 

Mr. Kratrtnc. So any of those stickers put in those boxes would still 
be there, would they not ¢ 

Dr. Atrorp. Sir? 

Mr. Keating. Presumably any stickers that were put in these boxes 
would still be there. 

Dr. Atrorp. Yes, sir; I would think so. 

Mr. Kearine. I certainly think we ought to look at those boxes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Any other questions ? 

Mr. Keatrne. I would like to ask if Mr. Wells is going to be here 
tomorrow. 
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Mr. Wetts. I would like to be excused. I would like to make it 
clear I am not related to Mr. Hays by marriage or in any other way. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The committee is adjourned until 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 5: 50 p.m. the committee was recessed, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Tuesday, December 16, 1958.) 
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"at MATTER OF COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO THE 
ELECTIONS HELD IN THE FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS AND THE NINTH CONGRES- 
SIONAL DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1958 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SpectaL ComMITree To INVESTIGATE CAMPAIGN 
I. XPENDITURES FOR THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 1958, 
Washington, D.C. 

The spec ial committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:45 a.m., in 
room 1302 New House Office Building, the Honorable Clifford Davis, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present: Hon. Clifford Davis, chairman, Hon. Robert E. Jones, Jr., 
Hon. Thomas P. O'Neill, Hon. Kenneth B. Keating, and Hon. David 
S. Dennison, Jr. 

Also peaeat Gillis W. Long, chief counsel; Richard C. O’Hare, 
counsel; E. Willoughby Middleton, Jr., counsel; Richard T. Allen, 
staff ec : and Ruth Heritage, clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee is in session. 

Mr. ITays, are you willing to be photographed / 

Mr. Hays. Yes, sir, Mr. C hairman. I have not become that modest 
just because Tama lame duck. 

The Cnamman. Under the rules of the House we will hear our 
colleague. 

Gentlemen, will you please desist now. 

We swore in Mrs. Knutson on yesterday. You are of such high 
moral character that I would not think of swearing you, really, but 
under the rules of the House perhaps I had better do that. 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give before this 
special committee will be the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Hays. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. BROOKS HAYS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ARKANSAS 


The Cuarrman. I want to repeat that because of your high moral 
character, as chairman of this committee I would not hesitate to let 
you appear before this committee without that oath. 

Mr. Long, will you proceed. 

Mr. Lone. The committee met with Mr. Hays informally eczrlier 
today, and it was agreed by all parties in view of the fact that other 
persons have appeared before the committee—Mr. Wells and Dr. Al- 
ford—that Mr. Hays should appear before the committee in public 
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session and be given an opportunity to make any statement with 
regard to the Arkansas matter that he desired to mi ike, and, in turn, 
answer any questions any members of the committee might wish to ask. 

So, Mr. Hays, if you will proceed in your own manner, please. 

Hr. Hays. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Long. 

Members of the committee, I am very grateful for this opportunity. 
I shall try to be brief. Thope I canbe helpful. I know so little about 
the nature of Mr. Wells’ statements that I can probably throw little 
light upon that ph: use of the committee’s problem, but I should perhaps 
state to the committee the reasons for my decision not to contest the 
election of Dr. Alford. 

I have been in Congress 16 years. They have been very happy } years. 
[ decided to make the race for the ninth term partly because I felt that 
there was some further service | might render on the school problem in 
my city and because I wanted an opportunity to state my position 
without fear of any political misfortune. I wanted simply to go 
before the people to defend my actions in the mediation proceedings at 
Newport and elsewhere, and to convince the people, if I could, that I 
acted in their interests. . 

Mr. Chairman, this is probably a diversion, but if a tornado or a 
flood had come to Little Rock, I would have been, of course, in the 
middle of negotiations with the Federal Government for such help as 
my city might receive. In this problem, which involved human rela- 
tions and group conflicts, it seemed to me the crisis was Just as serious 
and that leadership was needed, and that as a Member of the Congress 
it was my duty todo what I could to help. 

That is for background purposes. 

Let me proceed by saying if Mr. Wells’ assumption is correct and 
if his allegations are correct that there were irregularities and that the 
election did not constitute a legal election, I think in any event it is 
fair to say that it was a close elec tion, and I was influenced in my 
decision not to contest the election by that fact. 

Of course, I would like to have the seat for another 2 years, but 
I felt that there was more to be gained in strengthening my own lead- 
ership and in avoiding a projection of personal considerations into the 
Little Rock situation. 

I feel now that it would be much better for the committee and the 
Congress to evaluate this problem, not in terms of whether Dr. Al- 
ford or I should have the seat, but on the basic question of whether 
or not an honest election was held. For that reason I have not 
wanted to pursue the matter and I do not pursue it now. I shall 
not contest the election. If any avenues for a personal contest were 
to open up in the future, I would not contest it unless I were con- 
vinced as I have stated to the committee that such was in the best 
interests of the people or of the Congress. 

I believe in the mainten: ince of election standards. The integrity 
of our electoral system is involved. I commend the committee for 
assuming these duties in the way it has. I know that it presents some 
difficult questions, but I hope I have simplified it to some extent by 
the statement I have made this morning, because certainly from my 
point of view it will not be based on personalities but simply by 
the application of the criteria that should be applied. 
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There is one statement that needs to be cleared up. I understand 
that Dr. Alford stated that Mr. Wells is related to me. That is not 
true, Mr. Chairman. I think that is the only statement he made 
which would require any comment by me. 

I do know that Mr. Wells, while he has been at times almost a 
violent critic of my public positions, is a personal friend, as he stated 
to the committee. It is a long-time relationship. I value his friend- 
ship. I even bear patiently the criticisms that he has offered with his 
elequent pen. But he has an obsession, and it is a wholesome obses- 
sion, on the question of clean elections. I would not disavow for one 
moment anything that he has done in the direction of determining 
whether or not an honest election was held in the Fifth District of 
Arkansas. 

Pulaski County, of which Little Rock is the county seat, has had 
clean elections almost invariably for many years. My memory goes 
back almost 40 years. I have been active in politics for 37 years, and 
1 know that it took some exertions many years ago by the people of 
Little Rock to clean up their election procedures. I have an idea it 
is with some pride in that record that Mr, Wells has pointed out the 
alleged irregularities:to the committee, and that is a wholesome thing 
quite aside from what happens to the congressional seat, because this 
forum that Mr. Wells has used will certainly focus attention upon 
the matters that he discussed. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratmrman. Are there any questions from either side? 

Mr. O’Newu. I was curious about Mr. Wells’ newspaper. Edito- 
rially, what line did his paper follow on segregation ? 

Mr. Hays. Did you say “segregation”? Did you ask that? 

Mr. O’Netuu. Yes. 

Mr. Hays. Yes; Mr. Wells is a segregationist, and his edjtorial col- 
umns have reflected that point of view. 

Mr. O’Neinx. Despite the fact that he does not agree with you, this 
is strictly on the issue that there was a fraudulent election ? 

Mr. Hays. That is correct, he has discussed that with me. That is 
entirely consistent with Mr. Wells’ background and record. Of course 
it is the issue. It isn’t segregation or integration. The issue is whether 
or not our election standards were maintained. I should certainly 
hope that the question of desegregation would be eliminated from the 
committee’s testimony. 

Mr. Keating. Mr. Chairman, I share that view entirely. That has 
nothing to do with the problem before us, which is the question 
whether this election was conducted in a proper manner. 

Mr. Hays, can you help us any on a question which is beyond my 
comprehension, the question how it could come about that there could 
be more people voting in an election district—I can understand one or 
two more by mistake, but in several districts many more voted than 
were signed up to vote in the polling place. Is there any possible 
explanation which comes to your mind or any that you have heard of 
other than the natural one ? 

Mr. Hays. I think undoubtedly it would raise a presumption of 
fraud and irregularity. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Krarine. The question in my mind is that we have before us 
presumptively a fraudulent election on the basis of the evidence to 
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date. I am trying to work it out in my own mind and I am curious 
about any possible explanation of this discrepancy. 

Mr. Hays. Should it not be agreed, then, that it is prima facie evi- 
dence of fraud, as the gentleman ‘indicates / 

Mr. Keatrne. There is no question about it. 

Mr. Hays. I don’t think right off of any explanation that would 
make it legal, but of course the other side should be heard on that 
point. 

Mr. Keatrne. That is all I have. 

The Cuatrrman. Are there any other questions ? 

Who else do we have this morning ? 

Mr. Hays. Mr. Chairman, if the committee has concluded its ques- 
tioning, again I wish to thank you for this opportunity to make a 
statement. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Hays. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Chairman, we have no further witnesses scheduled 
for appearance in public hearings of the committee. It would be my 
recommendation that we go into executive session at this time. 

The CuatrMan. We shall now go into executive session. 

(Whereupon, at 11 a.m., the committee went into executive session. ) 
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MATTER OF COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO THE 
ELECTIONS HELD IN THE FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS AND THE NINTH CONGRES- 
SIONAL DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1958 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SrecrAL Commirrex To INVESTIGATE 
CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES FOR THE 
House or Representatives, 1958, 
Washington, D.C. 

The special committee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:05 p.m., in 
room 1302, New House Office Building, Hon. Clifford Davis (chair- 
man) presiding. 

Present: Hon. Clifford Davis (chairman), Hon. Robert E. Jones, 
Jr., Hon. Thomas P. O'Neill, Hon. Kenneth B. Keating, and Hun. 
David S. Dennison. 

Also present: Gillis W. Long, chief counsel; Richard C. O’Hare, 
counsel; EK. Willoughby Middleton, Jr., counsel; Richard T. Allen, 
staff investigator; and Ruth Heritage, clerk. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair announced that we would take up the 
Arkansas case at 2 o’clock, but Congresswoman Knutson has a witness 
who will not be able to be here on tomorrow, and if there be no objec- 
tion from the other members of the committee we shall take that 
matter up first. 

[ wish that Mr. Wells, Dr. Alford, and others, would remain here, 
because if we can get to the Arkansas case we will, but we shall take 
up the Minnesota case first if that is agreeable. 

Mrs. Knutson, won’t you have a seat, please. 

Mrs. Knutson. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. It is proper that you be sworn. Do you solemnly 
swear that the evidence you are about to give this special committee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help 
you God? 

Mrs. Knutson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. COYA KNUTSON, MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM 
THE NINTH DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 


The Cuarrman. In your own way, we should like you to make your 
complaint about this matter, and then, of course, present other wit- 
nesses to make their own statements. 
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Mrs. Knutson. Mr. Chairman, I really appreciate your courtesy in 
allowing us to appear this afternoon. “As you have already stated, 
there is one witness who cannot be here tomorrow morning. 

I would like, in the absence of Mr. Edward Bennett Williams, to 
introduce to you Mr. Walter Surrey and Mr. Karasik, who are ap- 
pearing here by request, and I shall turn the meeting over to Mr. 
Surrey at this point. Thank you. 

The Carman. All right. 

Mr. Keartna. Is he your counsel, Mrs. Knutson ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes. 

The CuHatrman. Will you take the chair, please, and spell your 
name for the benefit of the reporter. 

Mr. Surrey. S-u-r-r-e-y, Walter S. And associated with me is 
Monroe K-a-r-a-s-i-k. 

In connection with the petition which was filed with this commit- 
tee, I should like specifically to refer this afternoon to paragraphs 
Nos, 6, 7, and 8, and a little later paragraph No. 11. 

Paragraphs 6, 7, and 8 deal with the question of who really wrote 
the original letter now known throughout this country and every- 
where else as the Coya, Come Home letter, which was a letter from 
Congresswoman Knutson’s husband, Andy Knutson, to the Congress- 
woman sent through the press. 

Mr. Jones. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. Surrey. That letter is May 4. 

Mr. Jones. Where is it set out in the petition ? 

Mr. Surrey. It is set out in the petition because it is asserted that 
this letter— 

Mr. Jones. In what item number is it set out ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is set out in paragraphs 3, 4, and 5 

Mr. Jones. Thank you. 

Mr. Surrey. An effort has been made to ascertain who really wrote 
this letter, whether Andy Knutson really wrote it or someone else 
really wrote it, and in the writing of this letter, if it were by someone 
else, whether it was a part of a campaign of fraud and conspiracy 
against the Congresswoman’s reelection. 

For this purpose we are calling, out of order, a witness, Mr. Charles 
Andrew Appel, Jr., who is here in the committee room, and I would 
liketocallhimnow. . 

The Cramrman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you are about 
to give this special committee shall be the truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Apreu. I do. 
TESTIMONY OF CHARLES ANDREW APPEL, JR., WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Mr. Surrey. Will you please state your full name ? 

Mr. Aprri. Charles Andrew Appel, Jr. 

Mr. Surrey. Your address? 

Mr. Apre.. 3383 Stephenson Place NW., Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Surrey. And your occupation ? 

Mr. Arpev. An examiner of questioned documents, by ame h I mean 
the analysis of handwriting, typewriting, paper, ink, or any other 
portion of a document, in order to identify the source or determine 
the authenticity of the document. 
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Mr. Surrey. When and how did you start this work? What is your 
background ¢ 

Mr. Aprex. I was working as a special agent in the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, and Mr. Hoover : assigned me to make a special study 
of analysis means of all types and set up the laboratory of the FBI. 
I was a senior examiner of questioned documents in that laboratory 
until I retired in 1948, since which time I have had by own laboratory 
for civil cases, 

Mr. Surrey. What has been your training in the examination of 
handwritten documents in order to determine the authorship ¢ 

Mr. Keatinc. Would counsel speak up a little louder? 

Mr. Surrey. I am sorry. I asked what his training has been as a 
handwriting expert. 

Mr. Arrrx. I attended lectures at Northwestern University Labora- 
tory, which had a little course by J. Fordyce Wood and other qualified 
document examiners, lectures by Albert S. Osborn of New York, and 
Dr. Wilmer Souder of the National Bureau of Standards, Washington, 
D.C. I read all the literature, performed research, and then made 
examinations which were later examined by qualified examiners for a 
period of 2 or 3 years, after which 1 was assigned to make examina- 
tions. = his was while dae employed in the FI 

Mr. Surrey. Are you also an attorne yt 

Mr. hain Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Have you qualified before as a witness to give testi- 
mony asa document examiner? 

Mr. Apprren. Yes, I have qualified and testified in each of the 48 
States, in Alaska, by deposition in various foreign countries, and a 
personal visit to Pakistan last April. 

Mr. Surrey. Would you name some of the well-known cases to 
which you have been assigned in this capacity 

Mr. Aprri. I made examinations in nearly all of the major kid- 
naping cases. I testified in the espionage cases in New York City that 
resulted in the moving pic ture “The House on 92d Street.” I made 
examinations in the Pendergast election fraud cases for 2 or 3 years 
in Kansas City in 1936. I have appeared here on Capitol Hill before 
various committees. 

Mr. Surrey. Did your testimony in kidnaping cases include the 
Lindbergh case ? 

Mr. Appet. I made the examinations in the Lindbergh case and 
testified in the grand jury in the Bronx. I did not testify at the trial 
at Flemington “because I was then tes isles in another kidnaping 
Case. 

Mr. Surrey. I think it is clear that, at least on our side, we would 
consider ead as an expert witness on these matters. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I was not observing the orderly intro- 
duction of evidence which we will get to tomorrow. I havea document 
here which tomorrow we will prove is the original May 4 letter or dreft 
of the “Coya, come home,” letter, as it is popularly known. 

The CuarrMan. I think you may proceed as long as we can teday, 
as long as we have opened the Minnesota case. If we get to the 
Arkansas case, we will hear it later in the day, but otherwise we will 
set down specifically the Arkansas case tomorrow at 10 o’clock. Just 
proceed as far as you can. 
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Mr. Surrey. All right. I will come back to the proof on the origin 
of this letter. 

I would like to hand it to Mr. Appel. This is the original press 
release from Andy Knutson, Oklee, Minn., written out, Crookston, 
Minn., May 4,1958. It says: 


I have requested through my wife that she withdraw from the congressional 
campaign in the ninth district. I have several reasons why I have taken this 
action and why I expect her to comply with my request. The first and most 
important is that since her election 4 years ago, our home life has deteriorated 
to the extent that it is practically nonexistent. I want to have the happy home 
that we enjoyed for many years prior to her election. Coya hasn’t been home 
for Christmas for 2 years and for Paster the past 3. I have seen our son 
but a few times and for only a few brief visits. Another reason for my request 
is her executive secretary, Bill Cheldahl 


spelled ( ‘-h-e-l-d-a-h-] - 


who by his actions and dictatorial influence on my wife has taken away the 
close relationship and affection we enjoyed before. Finally, I believe it is 
useless for her to be elected, as the decisions that are made are not hers but 


Cheldahl’s, an individual who assumes no responsibility, yet dictates the policy 
of her office. 

(See exhibit A.) 

Mr. Surrey. Have you seen this document before, sir? 

Mr. Arve. Yes, sir 

Mr. Surrey. You were asked, I believe, to compare the handwrit 
ing in that letter with handwriting in other documents in an effort to 
ascertain who wrote it. 

Mr. Arren. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. The first obvious question was, Did Mr. Knutson write 
it? I hand you now a document addressed to “The Convention 
Chairman and Delegates Attending the Ninth District D.F.L. Con- 
vention, Sunday, May 4, 1958,” signed by Andrew Knutson. Have 
you seen that document before, sir? 

Mr. Arrrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you a letter dated April 29, 1958, from Oklee, 
Minn., to “My dear wife” from Andrew Knutson. It is a carbon 
copy which Mr. Knutson signed. Have you seen that before? (See 
exhibit C.) 

Mr. Aprpeu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you a document dated November 22, 1958, 
from Oklee, Minn., to “Dear Kjeldahl,” spelled K-j-e-l-d-a-h-l, signed 
by Andy Knutson. Have you seen that document before? (See 
exhibit D.) 

Mr. Apret. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Surrey. Have you compared the handwriting in those three 
documents with the handwriting in the first document I gave you, 
the original “Come home, Coya” letter ? 

Mr. Apret. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Surrey. Could you tell us what the results of your examina- 
tion have been ? 

Mr. Keatine. Counsel and Mr. Chairman, should we not first have 
some testimony to the effect that the latter documents which you gave 
the witness were actually signed by Mr. Knutson ? 

Mr. Surrey. We have affidavits. I was doing this out of order, 
sir, because we were advised that we would just have an opportunity 
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to put the expert witness on, who is leaving town today. In order 
to get him out of town on time, I am skipping the orderly presenta- 
tion of the case. We certainly would not have started with this 
witness to begin with, except for this fact. We will have affidavits, 
the same as the “Coya, come home” letter, showing the origin of these 
letrers. 

Mr. IKearina. In other words, you intend to produce proof here- 
after to the effect that those later documents which you gave the 
witness were in fact signed by Mr. Knutson ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. 

What were the results of your examination, the comparison or 
contrast ¢ 

Mr. Apren. That the writer of these letters signed Andy Knutson, 
given to me with the statement that that was the writing of Andy 
Knutson, did not write the press release of May 4, 1958, which says it 
is from Andy Knutson, Oklee, Minn. 

Mr, Keating. Again, may I ask, is the first document—lI have not 
seen it—signed by Mr. Knutson ? 

Mr. Surrey. It is not. 

Mr. Kearine. It is something in the nature of a press release / 

Mr. Surrey. It is a press release entitled “Press Release from Andy 
Knutson, Oklee, Minn.” It is unsigned. 

Mr. Dennison. Has there been any allegation at any time that 
Andy Knutson wrote this particular document ? 

Mr. Surrey. The original report as released 


a7 


to e press was that 
this was his press release to lis wife. 

Mr. Kearinc. We all issue press releases that we do not write out 
in our handwriting. 

Mr. Surrey. That he had written personally. 

Mr. Krearina. Tsee. That isthe allegation made ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Could you elaborate on the reasons, if the committee is interested in 
hearing them ? 

The CrarmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you make enlargements of these documents / 

Mr. Apren. Yes: I did make enlargements. These two handwrit 
ings are completely different in style or design. In my judgment, 
neither one of them, neither the known writing of Andy Knutson nor 
the press release, are disguised. In other words, they are natural. 

I have here enlargements which show some of the Knutson writings 
and portions of the press release to show these differences in design. 
The capital letter “I,” for instance, is made in an absolutely different 
direction. In the press release the motion is from the left to the 
right, whereas in the Knutson writing the capital “I” is written like 
a “QQ” or the figure 2, from the right to the left. Everything else 
about it is in a similar condition. The writing in the press release 
is vertical or backhanded 

Mr. Kearrne. May I interrupt. The capital “IT,” you say? 

Mr. Avpen. Yes. 

Mr. Kerartne. Where does that appear in the so-called genuine 
writing / 

Mr. Appev. Right at the beginning. There are several of them. 
For instance 
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Mr. Krattnc. In other words, that complete letter. 

Mr. Aprrt. This is a complete letter, and the c apital letter “I” ap- 
pears at various places in it. The capital letter “I” is specifically im- 
portant because in this country it means the person himself, and 
therefore a writer tends to distort the c apital letter “I,” as he does his 
name, more than he does any other writing. So a handwriting ex- 
aminer always looks at the capital le tter “7.” if it is an American or 
an EK nglishm: in, that is, to see if the motion habits are the same or dif- 
ferent, because they are disclosed to be peculiar in that particular 
letter more than they are in anything else except his signature. 

Mr. Keatine. Soine people write an “I” from the bottom up. 

Mr. Appen. Yes. 

Mr. Keartrne. So if I wanted to change my normal handwriting, 
the first thing I ought to learn to do is to write an “I” from the bot- 
tom up, is that it? 

Mr. ApreLt. You would find it hard to do. You could learn new 
habits. You could dothat. In the press release I find no indication 
of anything manipulated like that. That is one of the oe things 
which are examined in a questioned document like this, because you 
have the problem of disguise in order to hide the identity of the real 
writer. Whoever really wrote this would try to hide his own hand 
writing habits in the form of these letters and, on the other hand, the 
real writer of this might try to imitate the writing of another person 
to make it look like a specific person wrote it besides himself. 

I find this to be fully consistent at one place in the beginning, for 
instance, with the end. There is very little, if any, arbitr: ary chi ange 
of letter forms or word forms in this for the purpose of disguise or 
otherwise. There are certain specific tests which a document ex- 
aminer of experience applies by reason of research with known peo- 
ple. You know what dodges are adopted, what means are first used 
in order to accomplish disguise. 

Mr. Kratina. As I understand you, in this case you see no evidence 
in the so-called press release of an effort to disguise the identity of 
the handwriting? 

Mr. Aprret. That is right. There may be some few arbitrary 
changes, but if so, it is very little. 

In this photograph [indicating] of the press release, for instance, 
you see at the left at the very beginning, the capital letter “I,” which 
is made by a motion downward, over to the right up and down. It 
is completely the reverse of the type of “I” mi ade by Andy Knutson 
which looks like the figure 2, and is made from the upper portion 
down from the right to the left, ae: instead of up. 

The repeated examples are used so we can be sure that this is 
natural habit and not manipulated. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Chairman, may I request that counsel identify each 
document specifically as we go along so in the printed hearings on this 
matter they will be easily identifiable with the subject matter of the 
conversation at the particular time. 

Mr. Surrey. We will do that, sir. Do you want me to go back? 

Mr. Lona. I should think we could designate those in the order that 
you desire, if you would, please. 

Mr. Surrey. The first document, called petitioner’s exhibit A, is the 
original draft of the press release of the “Come home, Coya” letter 
dated May 4,1958. (See exhibit A, appendix IT.) 
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The second document, petitioner’s exhibit B, is a statement to the 
convention chairman and delegates attending the Ninth District DFL 
Convention, Sunday, May 4, 1958, signed by “Andrew Knutson, May 4, 
1958, Oklee, Minn. ..in handwriting. (See exhibit B, appendix II.) 

Petitioner’s exhibit C is a carbon copy of a letter to “My dear wife” 
signed Andy Knutson, Oklee, Minn., Apirl 29, 1958. (See exhibit C, 
appendix Ii.) 

Petitioner’s exhibit D is a letter, Oklee, Minn., handwritten, Novem- 
ber 22, 1958, “Dear Kjeldahl,” K-j-e- l-d-a-h-l, signed Andy Knutson. 
(See exhibit D, appendix I1.) As will be brought out subsequently, 
the original draft of this letter was handed to Mr. Knutson by one 
James D. Turgeon. Therefore, efforts were made to obtain samples 
of his handwriting, concerning which we will offer the source, tying it 
up the same way, later. 

One document, which will be petitioner’s exhibit E, is a teacher’s 
continuing contr act entered into by James D. Turgeon for the School 
Board of Inde ‘pendent ¢ ‘onsolidated Schoo! District No. 1 of Red Lake 
County, in which his signature appears (see exhibit E, appendix IL), 
and also notes of Mr. Turge -on’s which were on his desk (see exhibit F, 
appendix II) and which were examined to determine that they were 
the same handwriting as that and then whether they were the same 
handwriting as in the “Come home, Coya” letter, Knutson original 
draft. 

Mr. Keatine. This will all be connected up tomorrow or later? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

These were examined by you? 

Mr. Aprew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Surrey. What conclusions did you come to ? 

Mr. Arpre.. That the release of May 4, 1958, from Andy Knutson, 
as exhibit A, was not written by James D. Turgeon, the last of these 
exhibits you just handed me, the reason being that, again, the hand- 
writing style or design is completely different. That handwriting 
design and style, including distortions which are due to motion hs bit, 
in his signature, for instance, are perfectly natural and without any 
manipulation, as is the press release letter which purports to come 
from Andy Knutson. The characteristic features in these two writ- 
ings are those of different people, that is, the motion habits by which 
the words and phrases are constructed—automatically and uncon- 
sciously those motions of the hand are contrary to each other. They 
are different. It is for that reason that my conclusion is reached. 

In the press release the n’s, for instance, in Andy are like a “u 
form, down and up, a counterclockwise motion, whereas in the name 
James Turgeon you have an arcade normal type of “n”. The motion 
is absolutely contrary. Since that motion is natural and normal and 
habitual, it is a different person. 

Mr. Surrey. I now hand you a signed note, undated, addressed to 
“Andy,” in this case referring to Andy Knutson, signed by one M. O. 
Nelson, N-e-l-s-o-n, which is petitioner’s exhibit G. (See exhibit G, 
appendix II.) 

[ hand you a typed letter dated October 28, 1958, to Mrs. Coya 
Knutson, Comstock Hotel, Moorhead Minn., with a typed signature 
and a written signature, “Maurice O. Nelson,” which is petitioner’s 
exhibit H. (See exhibit H, appendix IT.) 
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I hand you a carbon copy of a form letter dated November 19, 1958, 
to “Dear Recreation Board Member,” with typed signature “Maur ice 
QO. Nelson” and the handwritten initial “MON” written together, peti- 
tioner’s exhibit I. (See exhibit I, appendix II.) 

I hand you a copy of a form letter, petitioner's exhibit J, dated July 
1, 1958, to “Dear Recreation Board Member,” with the typed signa- 
ture “Maurice O. Nelson,” written initials “MON.” (See exhibit J, 
appendix IT.) 

I hand you petitioner's exhibit K, a typed carbon copy of a letter, 
April 11, 1958, addressed to two gentlemen—Almer Bakken, City, and 
Mr. Arthur Reirson, City, typed signature “Maurice O. Nelson,” hand- 
written signature “Maurice,” dated April 11, 1958. (See exhibit K, 
appendix II.) 

As petitioner’s exhibit L, I hand you a typed form letter dated April 
10, 1958, to “Dear Member of the Fosston Recreation Board,” typed 
signature “Maurice O. Nelson,” handwritten “MON” signature. (See 
wre L, appendix II.) 

s petitioner’s exhibit M, I hand you a typed form letter dated 
ra scember 30, 1957, addressed to Mr. Almer Bakken, as in the previous 
one, city, and Mr. Arthur Refion, type signature “Maurice O. Nelson,” 
handwritten “MON,” with a handwritten note at ‘eee bottom, “Good 
going on the jackpot!” (See exhibit M, appendix IT. 

I ask you elias you have examined these ial the hand 
written parts, and whether you have compared the handwriting to 
that in petitioner's exhibit 1, the “Come home, Coya” letter / 

Mr. Arret. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kearine. Counsel, again you will establish the authenticity of 
these “MON” letters tomorrow ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. I might point out that most of them are on 
the gentleman’s stationery. 

Mr. Kratine. As we know, of course, that does 
authenticity. 

Mr. Surrey. No. We will tie it up. 

Apret. Yes, I did. I came to the conclusion that the writing 
on the press release, exhibit A or exhibit 1, was all written by Maurice 

Nelson, the writer of these exhibits G to M, inclusive 
being the letter forms being’ distorted by 


not establish the 


. the reason 
v natural unconscious auto 
matic habit of motion are just as those forms appear in the press re- 
lease from Andy Knutson, exhibit 1 or A. 

For instance, the “M” in Minnesota and in May, in two places in 
Minnesota, is twisted by the motion habit, the first stroke being made 
downward. _ That is the only form there is of the first arcade form of 
capital “M.” It is just a downstroke, all the rest being abbreviated. 

Next, there is a large center portion which curves a great deal, and 


the end curve twists in coming ‘down with additional pressure. This 
gives a distinctive form to the capital “M” which appears In various 
signatures and initials in the known writings of Maurice O. Nelson, 
exhibits G to M, inclusive, and it appears right at the 
Crookston, Minn., and in Oklee, Minn. 

Mr. Surrey. That is in petitioner’s exhibit 1? 

Mr. Appr. Yes, in petitioner's exhibit 1. In the same way the final 
‘n” in Nelson is distorted by the automatic motion habit of this writer, 
so it spreads out horizontally, the two arcade portion curves being 
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spread : away out and the curves occurring at the same place where 
the pen is turned. ; 

Mr. Kearinc. What is this automatic motion to which you refer? 

Mr. Arrvet. It is a motion habit which enables a writer to write 
without thinking about what he is doing so a word comes out com- 
plete ly distorted, like “for” or “and” or “the.” Writers who mature 
in the writing act, after they have learned in school, do not think of 
“t” or “h” or “e” and combine them together any more. They simply 
write the word “the” or “and” or “for”; and in their name, Andy, for 
instance, they write “Andy.” That distorts the whole series of letters 
within the word as a word distortion. 

Mr. Keatine. Which one of these documents indicates that lack of 
maturity 4 

Mr. Appen. Lack of maturity? I find exhibit 1 or A, the Andy 
Knutson press release, quite mé ture, quite automatic and speedy. The 
speed cannot be accomplished unless it is done in an automatic way. 
That same automatic motion occurs in the writings of Maurice Nelson, 

Mr. Jones. It naturally follows, then, that the speed with which it 
was written was automatic and not thoughtful in the preparation of 
the substance of it? Is that what you are trying to say? 

Mr. Apret. What I am trying to say is that other people write 
speedily and automatically, but when they do they distort the individ- 
ual letter forms which form the word in a way peculiar to them, which 
does not by any means equal that of anyone else. It doesn’t resemble 
that of anyone else except in a very general way. 

Mr. Keattne. Do you find that lack of maturity in the alleged gen- 
uine documents of Mr. Knutson ? 

Mr. Apret. I said maturity as a writer. This is a very mature 
writer, a very skillful writer, a very speedy writer; not lack of ma- 
turity, but a mature writer. 

Mr. Keatrna. That is in the Nelson document. 

Mr. Apret. In the Nelson letters and also in the press release, the 
questioned document. 

Mr. Keatine. Are you saying now that in the letters which are 
alleged to be genuine letters from Mr. Knutson, you find that lack of 
maturity ? 

Mr. Apret. Yes. It isn’t anything like the same writing maturity. 
These letters are very much more like the original copybook forms, as 
in the capital letter “I.” for instance, which resembles the figure 2 or 
.“(Q.” Tt isn’t the same degree of skill in writing or speed or anything 
of the sort. 

Mr. O’Nettu. May I ask whether the so-called bogus letter under- 
takes to imitate the writing of Andy Knutson 

Mr. Apre. Quite the contrary. That is just exactly what I was 
explaining. The questioned letter, the bogus letter from Andy Knut- 
son to the press, exhibit 1 or A, is by a very much better writer and he 
hasn’t hidden the fact. He doesn’t even use the forms of Andy Knut- 
son’s writing. 

Mr. O’Netx. What about the signature? 

Mr. Arrrer. The signature “Andy Knutson” is not at all like Andy 
Knutson’s signature. It is the way Maurice O. Nelson writes Andy 
Knutson’s signature. 


84553—59—_—_4 
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Mr. Keating. In other words, there was no effort by the writer of 
that letter, in your opinion, to palm himself off as Andy Knutson 
or anyone else ? 

Mr. Arret. That is right, or very little. 

Mr. O’Neru. But he did sign Andy Knutson’s name. 

Mr. Arpet. That is right. 

Mr. Keartine. It is up at the top, is it not? 

Mr. Aprret. That is right. It says “Press Release from Andy 
Knutson.” 

Mr. etic There is no signature at the bottom. 

Mr. Aprpe.. No signature at the bottom. The text is such that if 
this was handed to you and you didn’t know Andy Knutson’s writ- 
ing, you would assume, as it says it is, that it is from Andy Knutson 
and that he probably wrote it. There is no reason to think otherwise 
from the document itself. If you did know his writing, you would 
never mistake this for it. 

Mr. Dennison. There are typed copies of this letter in existence; 
are there not? 

Mr. Arrex. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dennison. Those are purportedly signed by Andy Knutson; 
are they not ? 

Mr. Apret. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dennison. Can you state whether or not the signatures on the 
type d copies of this letter are the signatures of Any Knutson ? 

Mr. Apper. I think not. I never saw the original of that typed 
release at all. If I saw anything at all of it, it was a Thermofax 
copy on which the signature was not sufficiently clear to examine. 

Mr. Keartina. It is alleged by the petitioner in her verified peti- 
tion that her husband did sign the typed copy of such letter, but did 
not sign the original h: indwritten copy, or is this referring to some- 
thing else? I am talking now, Counsel, about paragraph 6. 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keatine. Is that referring to the press release ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is referring to one form of it, a typed copy 
which he did sign and gave to a newspaper person. 

Mr. Jones. May I ask counsel a question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jones. What is the purpose of identifying this original hand- 
written news memorandum if subsequent to its issuance Mr. Knutson 
became a signatory to the press release ? 

Mr. Surrey. As we will show from affidavits of Mr. Knutson, in 
effect he was pushed into this and trapped into it, not sure what was 
going on. He was given various stories of what was going on. He 
never knew who originally did this. Only recently it has been ascer- 
tained who might have done it. It is alleged in the petition—— 

Mr. Jones. You mean Mr. Knutson was unaware of the fact that 
he was signing a document or a public utterance to be used in the 
newspapers ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Not that he was signing, but that 

Mr. Jones. He gave his consent. He signed it, gave his consent or 
had knowledge of its utterance and did nothing about it? 

Mr. Surrey. He gave his consent to the release of the statement 
which was typed out, having never seen the original draft. on the 
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advice of people who were involved, those who originally drew it up. 
He never knew who originally drew it up until approximately 6 
months later. Even then he didn’t know except that——— 

Mr. Jones. Did he know of its existence and its publication and 
circulation ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Not of the original document. 

Mr. Jones. I mean the substance contained in the original docu- 
ment ? 

Mr. Surrey. That he did. 

Mr. Jones. Is the purpose of identifying this handwriting to fur- 
ther disclose the participation of Mr. Nelson in a political conspiracy ? 
Is that what you are seeking to establish before the committee? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. This all originated with the person 
who wrote that up. Mr. Knutson was merely a tool. 

The CuHarrman. Will Mr. Knutson be available as a witness ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. We are trving to get him, sir. 

Mr. Kerarine. Is he in Washington now? 

Mr. Surrey. He is not in Washington now I believe. We have af- 
fidavits of his which will tie most of this up. 

Mr. Keatina. I should think it would be important to have him 
called as a witness. 

Mr. Surrey. We are trying to get him, sir. 

Do you have any questions, sir, in your mind as to whether the docu- 
ment, Petitioner’s exhibit A, was written by the same person as those 
documents signed by Maurice Nelson, G through M ? 

Mr. Arret. No; none whatever. The evidence, consisting of pecu- 
liarities of motion habit, writing habits, is so numerous, so peculiar, 
and so strong as to eliminate any other possibility. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you a letter dated November 29, 1958, peti- 
tioner’s exhibit N, addressed to Congresswoman Coya Knutson on 
your stationery and signed by you, which is a written report of the ex- 
amination of certain documents listed as a press release from Andy 
Knutson, Crookston, Minn.; May 4, 1958, petitioner’s exhibit A, writ- 
ing examples of Andrew Knutson which are petitioner’s exhibits B, 
C, and D, and writing examples of Maurice O. Nelson of Fosston, 
Minn,. which are petitioner’s exhibits H through M, and ask if this 
is your letter and report in more detail and technically than what 
you have testified to here? (See exhibit N, appendix II.) 

Mr. Arpen. Yes; it is. 

_Mr. Surrey. I also hand you a letter dated November 29, 1958, pe- 
titioner’s exhibit O,. on your stationery, signed by you, referring to an 
examination of, again, petitioner’s exhibit A, and again writing 
examples of Andrew Knutson which have been submitted in evidence, 
and ask if that is your written statement. (See exhibit O, appendix 
IT.) 

Mr. Arrrx. Yes, it is. 

_Mr. Surrey. I hand you a letter dated November 29, 1958, peti 
tioner’s exhibit P, a letter to Congresswoman Coya Knutson on your 
stationery, referring to an examination of petitioner’s exhibit A and 
writing examples of James D. Turgeon ‘previously submitted. (See 
exhibit P, appendix IT.) Is that your letter? 

Mr. Arren. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Jones. May I ask counsel a question there. 
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In your allegation No. 9, I believe, that you refer to, you set forth 
that malicious mischief has been commenced or undertaken by the 
memorandum of May 4,1958. Is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jones. Yet you say that the husband of the petitioner knew 
and, in fact, was a subscriber to the document circularized on May 4, 
1958. Are you offering that. as cumulative evidence of the furcher 
allegations of the other documents, exhibits C and D, or are you rest- 
ing your case principally on the utterance of this May 4 doc ument 4 

Mr. Surrey. We are resting our case primarily on the fact that 
Mr. Knutson was used by persons opposing Congresswoman Coya 
Knutson as a part of their official organization in the issuance of this 
letter without his knowledge of that source, without his knowing 
where the original desire, impetus and idea came from for him to 
do this; that he has been used in this manner by also being told 
whole series of stories concerning his wife, the Congresswoman, and 
others, which he subsequently found to be false; that he never knew 
at the time with whom these documents originated. As we will show, 
the original draft of this letter, as far as he then knew, was handed 
to him by someone other than Mr. Nelson, and Mr. Nelson was not, 
to his knowledge, a party in the origin of this, even though Mr. 
Nelson was acting as his personal attorney and at the same time Mr. 
Nelson was supporting the opponent and assumed an official position 
in that campaign. 

Mr. Jones. To repeat the quest) ion propounded to you a moment 
ago by Mr. Keating, it is your intention to supply the committee with 
affidavits from Mr. Knutson or to have him personally testify to the 
fact that he did not know the contents of the memorandum or the 
published document of May 4? 

Mr. Surrey. The origin of the memorandum or document. 

Mr. Keratine. What difference does it make whether he knew the 
origin, if he understood the contents / 

Mr. Surrey. He understood the contents against a background of 
a series of allegations that. were made to him which were not true. 

Mr. Keatrne. I see. You will produce proof that he was given this 
statement of allegations. and they were not true but influenced his 
actions ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Until such time as he actually found out what it was 
about, what the origi really was, at which time he tried to rectify 
what he had undertaken without knowledge of the real facts. That is 
correct. 

Mr. Kearine. If he is an essential witness, he could not very well 
cover that by an affidavit, and if you have trouble in locating him, the 
committee's facilities are available to you. 

Mr. Surrey. We ae had that one difficulty in connection with a 
lot of this. We have no subpena power up to this point at all. We 
are seeking the assistance of the committee for that purpose. That is 
our main purpose in being here today. 

Incidentally, there are oe argements of the examples of the han id 
writing of the original ° Cova, come home” letter and certain of 
letters signed by Mr. Nelens. Does the committee wish to see ‘aidan 


enlargements, or shall we Just hold them here ¢ 
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Mr. Lone. Mr. Surrey, I think we will not need the enlargements, 
but would it be possible to introduce the letters from Mr. Appel into 
evidence / 

Mr. Surrey. I have introduced them. 

Mr. Lone. Can you assign numbers to them, please / 

Mr. Surrey. In the order given, they are, respectively, petitioner’s 
exhibits N,Q, and P. 

Mr. Keatine. Those are reports of this witness to you in regard to 
the authenticity and analysis of these documents 4 

Mr. Surrey. This witness’ reports have just been submitted into 
evidence. 

Mr. Kratine. Do they add anything to the testimony which you 
have civen here 4 

Mr. Surrey. They are more detailed in certain of the technical as- 
pects of the examination involved in his profession; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kearine. I do not raise any point, Mr. Chairman, but they do 
not yield themselves to cross-examination in any way when they are 
put in n this Way. They may be helpful to the committee. I do not 
KNOW. 

Mr. Surrey. I assume that the witness will be subsequently avail- 
able to the committee after the committee has had an opportunity to 


xamine the documents. They will be subject to cross-examination. 
Mor. Kearinc. Your home isin Washington ? 
Mr. Apren. Yes. I am to testify about Wednesday in a case im 


Miami, Fla., which has been set for a year. 
Mr. Kearinc. That is a very inconvenient time for this hearing. 
Mr. Appen. I shall be returning by Thursday or Friday. 
ir. Kearinc. How unfortunate. 

Mr. Surrey. I would now like to refer to paragraph No. 11 of the 
petition, which deals in i, with the question as ¢> the representa- 
tion by one Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., an attorney in W ashington, 
D.C., of petitioner’s husband, an action brought in the District of 
Columbia District Court by petitioner’s husband against petitioner’s 
administrative assistant, said lawsuit dealing with a suit for aliena- 
tion of affections and for slander. A question arose as to exactly how 
Mr. FitzGerald became the attorney for Mr. Knutson. The law- 
suit was brought on election night, but the fact of its being brought 
was discussed and circulated duri ing the campaign. 

As we will tie up later through affidavits and, we hope, the per- 
sonal presence of Mr. Knutson, the first indication that he had of the 
possibility of bringing a lawsuit arose out of a letter to him post- 
marked “May 9, 1958.” The envelope is submitted as petitioner’s 
exhibit Q. (See exhibit Q, appendix II.) It is typed “Andrew 
Knutson, Oklee, Minn.,” and has written on it “Airmail.” 

Inside, as petitioner’s exhibit R, is a letter typed on the stationery 
of the National Press Club, Washington, dated Thursday p.m . (See 
exhibit R, appendix IT.) 

DeAaR Mr. Knutson: The item dealing with Bill Kjeldahl has snared the front 
pages of several of the metropolitan dailies. Kjeldahl is well known to me and 
several others in this area. He is a rascal and you, if you are a man, should 
put an immediate stop to it. I was in the club the other night and heard a 
friend talking with Washington attorney Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr- Fitz- 
Gerald has brought a suit for $100,000 against a person in the District of Colum- 
hia for alienation of affections. Before that he filed an injunction to restrain 
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a man from interfering with the marital rights of another. Why not contact 
him and start a similar suit against that rat Kjeldahl? We have a lot of 
information on the latter that we would be glad to feed you which should make 
it interesting. 

Signed, “Gervaise Trevalion.” 

Mr. Keating. Is he a member of the National Press Club? 

Mr. Surrey. I understand all efforts to identify and locate any such 
man have proved completely futile. 

Mr. Kearitne. Have you contacted the National Press Club? 

Mr. Surrey. The National Press Club was asked, as were members. 
Except perhaps in an English novel, he cannot be found. And we 
haven’t exhausted our research in English novels. Every effort was 
made within the limited means available to find him. The report is 
there is no such person who is a member of the club. There is no 
such person that we know of as a member of the club. We cannot 
find bar bills or any other thing of the type at the press club for him 
This seemed to be one of the easiest approaches to begin with if he 
actually were a member. 

Mr. Keatine. Is this envelope postmarked Washington? 

Mr. Surrey. Washington, D.C., May 9, 1958, 3:30 p.m., printed 
“Air mail.” 

In the course of trying to find out the origin of this lawsuit con- 
cerning which we will submit evidence, Mr. Knutson said in his af. 
fidavits he never had any evidence on either count. The only evi- 
dence he had was an article by Mr. Drew Pearson, and I do not think 
this committee takes that as evidence. We tried to find out where 
this all started from. He was advised subsequently, in September, 
when he did contact Mr. FitzGerald, and he mailed to Mr. FitzGerald 
a copy of the Drew Pearson article and a copy of some petition which 
happened to be signed by nine people out there saying that terrible 
things were going on with respect to the Congresswoman. That is all 
the evidence he had, but he was advised on the phone that Mr. Fitz 
Gerald had the evidence. 

In the course of this we had oceasion to examine into some of the 
handwriting or printing, rather, allegedly of Mr. FitzGerald. I 
hand to the witness a photostat of a printed check of Benedict F. 
FitzGerald, Jr., counsel at law, suite 1152, National Press Building, 
Washington, D.C., No. 606, petitioner’s exhibit S, dated—I will have 
to ask the handwriting expert for the month. I believe it is Janu- 
ary 9,1956. Printed on it, it is made out to Beverly Kline, $3. Then 
written “Three and no dollars,” and then printed, witness fee, and 
then the signature of Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. (See exhibit S, 
app. II.) I would like to ask the witness where he saw the original 
of that check. 

Mr. Apret. I examined this check in the custody of the clerk of the 
U.S. court at Alexandria, Va 

Mr. Kratine. This is something Mr. FitzGerald is alleged to 
have done. You are planning to connect that up later ? 

Mr. Surrey. I am asking the witness where he found this check, 
the original. This is a photostatic copy. The witness has testified 
that the original is in the clerk’s office in—— 

Mr. Appex. Of the U.S. court in Alexandria, Va. 
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Mr. Surrey. We were not permitted to remove that file from a case 
in which Mr. FitzGerald was involved, but the file can be obtained 
through the services of this committee. 

In that same file were certain other printed items. I accentuate 
the “printed” because the only thing we have on the origin of how 
Mr. Knutson got into a lawsuit against Mr. Kjeldahl is the printed 
words “Air mail” on an envelope from this Gervaise Tremain. The 
committee might want to ask the members of the press if they can 
help us ident ify the man. 

Mr. Keattna. It would be very interesting to know if any of them 
knew him by a pen name or otherwise. 

Mr. Surrey. We have inquired of quite a large number, and no 
one admitted that he knew anyone with that pen name or that he 
himself had it as a pen name. 

In this lawsuit are certain other printed items. We could not 
identify necessarily that these were printed by Mr. FitzGerald or 
someone else. 

As petitioner’s exhibit T, there is an item with the date February 
27, 1956, printed on the attachment to memorandum in opposition 
to motion for leave to amend, filed February 27, 1956. That is 
printed. This is a photostatic copy. Where did you find that, sir? 
Where was the original of which you had a photostatie copy of that 
made? (Seee »xhibit ‘Re app. II.) 

Mr. Apret. In the file of the case in Federal court in Alexandria, 
Va., in which this check of Benedict F. FitzGerald appears. 

Mr. Surrey. As plaintiff’s exhibit U, in that same file is a docu- 
ment of which this is a photostat, a photostat of an envelope, stamped 
“First class mail, Arlington, Va.,” and I can’t read the date stamp, 
from one Raymond L. Poston, Esq., 1121 Arlington Boulevard, 
Arlington, Va. (See exhibit U, app. II.) We have not been 
able to identify any such person. That is printed. Also printed: 
Clerk in Charge, U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Virginia, Alexandria 
Division, Post Office Building, Alexandria, Virginia. 

Where did you find the original of that document, sir? 

Mr. Arret. In the same file, the file in Federal Court at Alexan- 
dria, Va., where this check of Benedict F. FitzGerald appears. 

Mr. Surrey. We also have an envelope addressed to Jack Cooper- 
smith, 927 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C., with the date Novem- 
ber 6, 1958, which is printed. (See exhibit V, app. II.) Inside 
is a typed note on the stationery of the U.S. Senate Press Gallery, 
Washington, with the statement : 

If Ester 
Ester presumably being the wife of Jack Coopersmith— 
ever gets out of line, call Bennie and he will keep the home fires burning. 

SHERMAN. 

Mr. Krattna. Will you repeat that, please. 

Mr. Surrey. You make it very difficult for me, sir, but I will. 

If Ester 
I interjected that Ester is evidently the wife of Jack Coopersmith— 
- Ester ever gets out of line, call Bennie and he will keep the home fires 

Jurning. 
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Signed, “Sherman.” And enclosed in it was a press release of No- 
vember 5, 1958, reading: 


For immediate release, from Andrew Knutson, Oklee, Minn. 

Now that the election is over and my wife, Coya Knutson, the beneficiary of 
my long silence, has stood the test of public opinion, I would like to make the 
following announcement. Some time ago I retained the services of an attorney, 
Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., one of the leading attorneys in the Nation’s Capi- 
tal, with offices at suite 983 in the National Press Building, Washington, D.C., 
Sterling 3-1824. He has been gathering, investigating and studying evidence 
pertaining to my marital difficulties. Today he will file an action in the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Columbia against William O. Kjeldahl. The 
complaint will include two counts—one for alie nation of affections and the other 
for slander; $100,000 will be requested in each count. Kjeldahl wrecked my 
home. He interfered with my marital rights. He dominated my wife. I in- 
tend to put a stop to his illegal conduct, and I have applied to the Federal courts 
for justice and, God willing, I intend to get it. I suggest that you contact my 
attorney for more detailed information. 

Signed a signature of Andy Knutson, but not his signature as he 


himself will state, and as I am sure the handwriting expert can 
certify. 

Mr. Keatrne. You are losing me a little here. This material was 
in this fle inthe Alexai dria cor irt ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. No. This material was in this enve ‘lope addi S my to 
Jack Co ypersmith, which acain an ; some printed | Ii mMndwrl iting ich 
[ shall have our witness testify t i I point out that Mrs. C oope oe 

iS been friendly to and helpful » Mrs ‘ Ia utson, and preianals 
this was some kind of threat to ey it afg0 had enclosed in it a copy 
of the petition in the suit in Anutson v. A je hl. 

We could not identify Sherman. A person as “Sherman” is not 
known to either Mr. Coopersmith or Mrs. C oopersn ith. Ve. ierely 


took this evidence of handwriting, and we asked the witness, together 

ith other items, to examine this, the documents that we have re 
ferred to which are in the Alexandria suit, which are petitioner’s ex- 
hibits S, T, and U, with petitioner’s exhibit B, against the printed 
word “airmail” on the May 9 postmarked enve lope from Washit 1gton, 
D.C., to Andrew Knutson in which was enclosed the suggestion that 
he might want to get hold of Mr. Fitzgerald, signed by the name with 
which I believe you are familiar. 

Mr. Keatinc. Do you intend here also to establish proof that Bene- 
dict FitzGerald printed the later documents which you have been 
putting in¢ Is that right? 

Mr. Surrey. The document we have that we know he wrote is his 
own check. Thatisall. The other documents 

Mr. Kratinc. You are going to prove that that was written by him? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. And it has his signature. 

Also, we are taking these specimens of printing and asking our 
witness to compare them to the writing on the envelope which was 
sent to Mr. Knutson by Gervaise Tremain recommending that he 
get hold of Mr. FitzGerald. We are asking him whether it is the 
same, different, or what his conclusions are. 

Mr. Dennison. You are referring to printing by hand ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, rather than by machine. 

Mr. Arpen. Yes, I examined all of these hand letterings, and the 
hand letterings and writing on the check of Benjamin F. FitzGerald. 

Mr. Surrey. What are your conclusions, sir ? 
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Mr. Apret. That the hand lettering “airmail” on the envelope of 
May 9, 1958, addressed to Andy Knutson, and that on the envelope ad- 
ye to Jack Coopersmith, were written by the writer of the hand 
lettering on these documents in the file in Federal court in Alexandria, 
Va., and on the personal check of Benjamin F. FitzGerald, Jr., 
February 9, 1956, in that file. 

Mr. Keatinc. Excuse me. The check was written; it was not 
printed. 

Mr. Appex. The check, Mr. Chairman, is partly printed and partly 
written, so it can be definitely clear that whoever wrote the check and 
signed it has the handwriting and hand lettering habits which appear 
thereon. In other words, it starts out with a cursive word, February 
9. The name of the payee, Beverly Kline, is hand lettered. The 
amount in money, three and no/100ths, is cursive again, written. 
Then down further there appears “Witness fee,” which is hand let- 
tered. Then the signature, of course, is handwritten. 

The writing of Benj: unin F. FitzGerald has a great many flourishes 
in it. The design is very complicated, so it is difficult to see what a 
word is by looking at it. That may be the reason why this writer 
mingles handwriting and hand lettering in the same material, the 
payee’s name being clarified by hand letteri ing. 

Mr. Dennison. You say that the same person signed the check as 
filled out the date and the name of the payee ? 

Mr. Appet. That would be certainly my opinion, and every pre- 
sumption exists that that is so, because the check is all written with 
one pen and ink. The same handwriting habits appear in “Febru- 
ary” as they do in “Benjamin F. FitzGerald.” Anyone would say 
that—the same, identical writing. 

Mr. Dennison. Is it possible to compare printing with the long- 
hand form of writing? 

Mr. Apprret. No, it is not, except insofar as one is a change from the 
other. That does occur in this kind of hand lettering. For instance, 
in the word “February” after this flourishing capital “FY,” which is 
very difficult to tell is an “F,” the pen is lifted and then the small “e’ 
is started, but that is started as a hand-lettered form, a lowercase 
hand-lettered form, very rounded, and so forth. The motion then is 
continued into a cursive written “b” and the mane written through- 
out from then on. Every time a hand-lettered “e” is written, as in 
“Beverly Kline”—there are three of them—the all letter, lower- 

case “e” is used, curved in exactly the same way, the proportions are 

exactly the same and everything as appears in the word “February,” 
you see. The same is true on “Jack Coopersmith.” The writing 
forms or designs are uppercase designs, that is, capital letters in hand 
lettering, but when it comes to the “e” and the “i they are written 
as lowercase forms right in with the uppercase ioe. The selection 
of those lowercase designs to mingle with the uppercase design is a 
thing which people do “who have not been taught formally to hand 
letter. They choose a mixture, not realizing “it is a mixture, and 
therefore revealing identity. 

But my conclusion that these were all written by Benedict Fitz- 
Gerald does not rest on the mere mingling of those forms. In addi- 
tion to that, he distorts certain letters, cert: 1in motions, in a very dis- 
tinctive way, like the capital letter “M,” the motion down and up the 
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left leg, and across the top is a simple down and up curve. Instead 
of making a V shape for the center of the “M,” it is spread out hori- 
zontally until you cannot even distinguish it as an “M.” 

That precise form appears in C ‘oopersmith, you see, in the memo- 
randum, and in an attachment on this notation which is in the file in 
the word “airmail” on the envelope, et cetera. 

There are a number of peculiarities like that. In the letter “A,” 
for instance, a motion down and up, over and down, is continuous to 
make that capital “A” form, the horizontal line in the center extends 
to the left of the left-hand leg. The proportions are the same. The 
right-hand leg extends a little longer than the left-hand leg. It is 
peculiar in accordance with his motions when he makes that. He 
hand-letters a great deal. It is not the existence of one of these, but 
the combination being the same in each of these writings that leads 
me to that conclusion. In hand lettering words like “airmail” the 
beginning “A” is twice as high as the other letters. 

Mr. Keatinc. Counsel, may I ask you, is it your theory or your 
contention that the envelope addressed to Mr. Knutson was stamped 
by Mr. FitzGerald with the enclosure therein ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. That seems to appears from the testimony of the ex- 
pert witness. 

Mr. Keatinc. Have you compared the signature on the inside with 
that of this alleged member of the Press Club? 

Mr. Surrey. That was typed. 

Mr. Keratine. Mr. FitzGerald is a practicing lawyer in Washing- 
ton? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keatine. And the allegations which you make against him are 
very serious for a member of the bar. I think we should have Mr. 
FitzGerald here to testify whether he did in fact send this document, 
which tends to cast discredit upon the members of the National Press 
Club, to Mr. Andrew Knutson or not. 

Mr. Surrey. Sir, I am not essentially interested in casting asper- 
sions either on members of the Press Club or on Mr. FitzGerald. 

What we are trying to find out and for which purpose we will need 
the help of this committee is who really got Mr. FitzGerald into this 
case. The only indication we had of how he got into the case was 
that Mr. Knutson received a letter, as we have gone through from the 
Press Club, at face value, and subsequently followed that advice and 
wrote to Mr. FitzGerald and then had phone conversations with him, 
out of which a lawsuit was started, but which was talked about and 
rumored about during the campaign. The lawsuit is brought, and 
then Mr. Knutson starts doing some checking as well. Others start 
doing some checking, and we find that Mr. Knutson was advised that 
lots of people had evidence, he didn’t, he found the lawyers did not, 
he found others did not. He had nothing so he nonsuited that law- 
suit. 

All we are trying to do, sir, with the help of this committee, is 
to find out whether these same oe who are responsible for the 
starting of this “Coya, come home” campaign, which was a feature 
of the campaign—the feature—were also responsible for keeping 
it boiling by having the talks of the lawsuit, by having Andy lead 
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on into a lawsuit, and with the damaging effect that it had on the 
election. 

The CuarrMan. We certainly could shorten this hearing if you 
would produc e@ Knutson. 

Mr. Surrey. I am going to suggest since we have been trying 
to get him, and I am now advised I may be able to have him, but not 
today, if when we are finished with this witness we may be excused 
to get him. 

Mr. O’Neiti. Could you identify Mr. Coopersmith ? 

Mr. Surrey. Mrs. Coopersmith is a newspaper woman and is well 
known to Congresswoman Knutson, and has been of help to her. 
Her husband is a businessman in Washington. 

Mr. O’Neiti. Have you any ideas or “do you have any evidence 
as to why Mr. FitzGerald would have contacted Mrs. Coopersmith ? 
How would he know how to contact Mrs. Coopersmith ? 

Mr. Surrey. She was helpful to Mrs. Knutson in trying to identify 
a relationship, or she was trying to at least identify a ‘rel: ationship 
between Mr. FitzGerald and Mr. Knutson’s attorney, Mr. Nelson. 

This was presumably known to him if he wrote the letter. 

Mr. Keating. What is your theory as to why this was sent to Mrs. 
Coopersmith ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Because she was being helpful in trying to relate, in 
ascertaining evidence, and evidently relating Mr. Nelson to Mr. 
FitzGerald. Now, why it was sent to Mr. Coopersmith who was 
telling his wife to do anything on this if it gets out of hand, it is 
a threat if Mr. FitzGerald sent it. 

Mr. Krarina. Was this addressed to Mr. Coopersmith ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. It was happenstance. It was brought 
to Mrs. Knutson, asking if she knew from whom the threat came, 
it was happenstance that the printing on it was looked at by a non- 
expert, to whom it seemed the printing was the same as the others, 
and it was given to the witness to ascertain if that was so, 

Mr. Kearine. But the connection of Mrs. Coopersmith with the 
members of an National Press Club is not apparent ? 

Mr. Surrey. No. 

Now, I mig cht point out that the documents on the handwriting 
in the case in Virginia are in the case of Zrene R. Thomas v. Billie 
Smith Cassidy (civil suit 1245). I would also like to introduce as 
petitioner’s exhibit W (see exhibit W, appendix IL) a letter dated 
November 30, 1958, to Congresswoman Coya Knutson from Charles 
A. Appel, Jr., in connection with the examination of the airmail, we 
will call it envelope, of May 9, 1958, which is petitioner’s exhibit Q, 
and the envelope addressed in the hand lettering “Jack Cooper- 
smith.” 

Is this your letter / 

Mr. Arpren. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Surrey. He has testified to that. This is in further elabora- 
tion on it. 

Do you have anything to add, sir, to the testimony that you have 
given in connection with this airmail letter and the other documents / 

Mr. Apret. No. 

Mr. Surrey. Does the committee? 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions? 
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Mr. Apret. May I say I will return from Miami and be available 
after that case. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Surrey. I might ask the witness if he has anything to say on 
the typewriting involved in these documents. You have typewriting 
on the Gervaise Trevalion letter and on the envelope which were the 
same ¢ 

Mr. Aprret. Yes. It is all one typewriter, the material in the inside 
and the material on the envelope. 

Mr. Keatinc. That is on the stationery of the National Press Club? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Mr. Arpet. A very old typewriter and similar to a very much-bat- 
tered portable. 

Mr. Surrey. That concludes our testimony with respect to this gen- 
tleman, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We would be glad for you to proceed, because we 
might not be able to get into the Arkansas matter until tomorrow. 

Mr. Surrey. In light of the fact I have been advised I could get 
hold of Mr. Knutson, I would like to be excused to do that. 

Mr. Dennison. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Dennison. 

Mr. Dennison. When was that suit for alienation of affections 
filed ? 

Mr. Surrey. It was filed, I believe, the day after elections. 

Mr. Dennison. That would be November 5. 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. 

Mr. Dennison. You say the contents or the circumstances were dis- 
cussed and talked about and rumored about during the campaign ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. 

Mr. Dennison. Are you alleging that they were discussed in the 
congressional district which Mrs. Knutson represented ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dennison. Prior to the campaign ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dennison. You also state in the petition, on item No. 10, after 
alleging that the petitioner heard the suit had been brought: 

In fact, this was the first information that the petitioner had that any such 
suit was being brought. 

Now, I would assume that she might have heard of some of this 
conversation or some of these rumors that had been going out through- 
out the district prior to the election. I wonder if you have testimony, 
or you will produce evidence to the effect that this was an important 
factor in the actual campaign ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. This was the first real information. The 
petitioner heard the rumors but this is the first information she had 
that a suit was being brought. 

Mr. Dennison. You claim the rumors originated from Mr. Fitz- 
Gerald ? 

Mr. Surrey. I do not know. Rumors are hard to pin down as to 
origin. What we are saying here, sir, is that when you start a cam- 
paign of gossip by having, starting this “Coya, come home” letter 
and having that build up through all sorts of rumors with rumors and 
reports that Mr. Knutson is going to sue Mr. Kjeldahl—undoubtedly 
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some of these may have come from Mr. Knutson. He was contacted 
by a lawyer. He corresponded with a lawyer pr ior to election day, 
when all of this is going on. To then pinpoint how any rumor 
started is very diffic ult. 

I think you have to go back essentially to say that the person who 
started the basic report on the “Coya, come home™ letter has a re- 
sponsibility for what grows out of it. And those associated with him 
have that responsibility. 

Mr. Keatina. I do not want to interfere with the orderly presenta- 
tion of your case, Counselor, but may I inquire how you propose to 

connect up the resulting election, to show the causal relationship be- 
tween that and the allegations that were made that you referred to? 

In other words, how are you going to show that Mr. “X,” who voted 
for Mrs. Knutson’s opponent, was ‘influenced by this talk? Do you 
have evidence on that 4 

Mr. Surrey. We will have this, sir: This was the campaign issue, 
in terms of what the press was reporting about. This is what domi- 
nated the campaign in that district. This was the subject of letters 
to Mrs. Knutson, to Mr. Knutson, to Mrs. Knutson damning her, to 
Mr. Knutson praising him for his action; letters which say to him, 
“You are absolutely right.” This is the sort of thing, “Mrs. Knutson 
should not run for the Congress,” et cetera. 

With the help of this committee I think we can have a poll taken 
out there and very easily ascertain how many people changed their 
vote. The election result was very close, and this was the dominating 
factor in the election there in that district and throughout the U nited 
States. This was being reported all over, with sides being drawn. 

“Should a woman be allowed to run for C ongress, or shouldn’t she ? 
Is it wrong for a woman to be in Congress if the husband is livi ing back 
in the district ?” 

This was debated everywhere and certainly with greater intensity 
in the district where the Congresswoman and Mr. Knutson lived, and 
where she comes from, and this was the key factor of what was dis- 
cussed. This was the whole talk in Minnesota in that district, and 
just with varying degrees as you go out it continued throughout the 
United States and all over. 

Mr. O’Netwy. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. O'Neill. 

Mr. O’Nemu. Can you tie in FitzGerald and Nelson, or do you in- 
tend to? 

Mr. Surrey. Asto who he is? 

Mr. O’Netty. Was there a conspiracy between Nelson and Fitz- 
Gerald ? 

Mr. Surrey. We have had some indications of that, yes, that they 
were known to each other, but we have no proof of it. We are asking 
for the help of the « ommittee. 

Mr. O’Nemu. One other question: How did Mrs. Knutson run as 
compared to the rest in the district on her own ticket ? 

Mr. Surrey. She was the only one who lost in that area. 

Mr. O’Neiti. You can substantiate that? How did she run in com- 
parison with Democratic candidates for the United States Senate? 

Mr. Surrey. We will submit that in evidence on the election re- 
turns, 
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Mr. O’Net. It was a Democratic district? 

Mr. Surrey. It was a Democratic district and the other elections 
would put Mrs. Knutson in if she received same ration of votes. She 
was the only person who lost in that district. She ran behind the 
district. 

Mr. Jones. I have the same question Mr. O’Neill asked. You can 
take the allegations in No. 11. It says there was an association and 
action in concert between Mr. Nelson and FitzGerald. What evi- 
dence do you have on that? 

Mr. Surrey. We had a statement on that from a reputable source 
who refuses to testify. There is nothing we can do about it. 

Mr. Keartne. Will you give us his name so we can subpena him? 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to t: = to the chairman, or to the commit- 
tee in executive session on that. I don’t want to give his name in pub- 
lic under those circumstances. 

Mr. Jones. Did you give the witness ry assurance you would not 
make the disclosure to the committee until it was discussed with the 
committee in executive session 7 

Mr. Surrey. It was discussed by someone else with the witness. 
I don’t know the witness. That assurance was given 

Mr. Jonrs. That assurance was given? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jones. That would preclude you from surrendering the name 
to the committee at this time? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes, sir. 

Now, at this time, Mr. Chairman, what I would like—this has 
not been an easy case. 

Mr. Keating. That is an understatement. 

The CHatrmMan. It is a very weird case. 

Mr. Surrey. That is the difficulty we find. You find we have here 
a home situation which has been, apparently, from the testimony 
of the expert witness here, initiated by a person who is in a dual 
capacity insofar as the election was concerned. He was in the capacity 
of acting as an attorney to Mr. Knutson and in the capacity of hav- 
ing an official position for Congresswoman Knutson’s opponent. You 
have the whole “Coya, come home” campaign starting again. We 
have a husband who has been fed rumors and therefore believes them 
and goes along with it. That is why he signs statements, et cetera. 
We have him now finding out that none of this was so. We have a 
lawsuit that is rumored and rumored and rumored about being 
brought and then is brought, with press releases and such. It is 
rather difficult for us, without any subpena powers or anything else, 
to get at the bottom of it but it appears the initial step in this was 
initiated by Mr. Nelson without Mr. Knutson’s knowledge. 

Mr. Keattinc. You mean the press release ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Mr. Kearine. He signed a typed copy: did he not? 

Mr. Surrey. He signed a typed copy later given to him by others. 
He did not know the origin of it or that it was ; being used. 

Mr. Keatina. He signed it; did he not? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Mr. Keatirnc. You claim his condition at the time for some reason 
was such that he did not know what he was signing? 
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Mr. Surrey. I think there were two things he didn’t know: One, 
he did not know Mr. Nelson’s role in the campaign for the opponent 
and, two, he did not know that Mr. Nelson had initiated the “Coya, 
come home” letter as stated by Mr. Appel’s report. If he had known 
those factors by his own statement he would not have signed it. He 
did not even know that Mr. Nelson had a part in the ¢ ampaign. 

Now when you start with that fact and then you get on into what 
this committee, and I certainly go along with them, call weird eve nts, 
with the ao “l fac eee available to us, we are not regular counsel] 
even in this case, we are having a very difficult time getting down to it. 
It is our belie f. ae »wever, that there Is certainly enough here to per mit 
an orderly inve tigation by a committee having st ibpena powers, and 
that. is all we are trying to do today. We have had great difficulty 
in getting copies of handwriting and documents. 

The financial resources of Mrs. Knutson are obviously limited and 
it isn’t enough to get witnesses and experts and there is a limit to which 
she can go in wetting at + thie: but it is our belief that just on what has 
been presented here, there is a prima facie case, and what we will 
present through Mr. Knutson in his affidavits—and I am sort of raring 
to go to see hin. I have never met him. This shows how far you 
get in these cases in the limited time and with limited resources 
available. 

The Cramrman. Have you any reasonable expectation that you 
could have Mr. Knutson here tomorrow ? 

Mr. Surrey. Will you give me a minute to find out, sir? 

The CratmrMan. Surely. He could clear the whole thing up in a 
hurry. 

Mr. Surrey. I cannot give a guarantee, sir. I believe I can have 
him available tomorrow. 

The CHatrmMan. Pardon? 

Mr. Surrey. I haven't talked to him but I believe I can have him 
available tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

The CHarrman. That will be fine. Do you need a subpena ? 

Mr. Surrey. No, sir. I would prefer, if I need a subpena, I will 
get in touch with the chairman within an hour. I prefer not doing 
it by subpena, and in view of the relationships here I certainly prefer 
not doing it by subpena. 

The Cnatrman. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record ) 

The Cuatrman. If the committee has no objection, we will recess 
for 10 minutes and then we will hear from Mr. Wells. 

Of course counsel for Mrs. Knutson will be back at 10 o’clock 
tomorrow. We trust Mr. Knutson will be with him. 

(Whereupon, at 3:40 p.m. the committee proceeded to consideration 
of other business. ) 











MATTER OF COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO THE 
ELECTIONS HELD IN THE FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS AND THE NINTH CONGRES- 
SIONAL DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1958 


Housrt oF REPRESENTATIVES, SPECIAL COMMITTEE 
To InvesTiGATE CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES FOR THE 
Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 1958, 
Washington, D.C. 

The special committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 a.m., 
in room 1302, New House Office Building, Hon. Clifford Davis (chair- 
man) presiding. 

Present: Hon. Clifford Davis, chairman; Hon. Robert E. Jones, 
Jr.; Hon. Thomas P. O'Neill; Hon. Kenneth Keating; and Hon. 
David S. Dennison. 

Also present: Gillis W. Long, chief counsel; Richard C. O’Hare, 
counsel; E. Willoughby Middleton, Jr., counsel; Richard T. Allen, 
staff investigator; and Ruth Heritage, clerk. 

The CHAtRMAN. The committee will come to order. Who is our 
first witness ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. I will present the first witness after a few preliminary 
introductions of some evidence. Some questions were raised yester- 
day. I have some documents to submit. I would like to submit 
them and then put on Mr. Knutson. 

The CHArrMAN. Let me suggest that you call Mr. Knutson first 
and then you can take care of the documents. 

Mr. Surrey. I will call Mr. Knutson. 

The CHarrMAN. It is proper that you be sworn. Do you solemnly 
swear that the evidence you about to give this special committee will 
be the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Knurson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ANDREW KNUTSON, HUSBAND OF COYA KNUTSON, 


A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF 
MINNESOTA 


Mr. Surrey. Will you please state your full name? 

Mr. Knutson. Andrew Knutson. 

Mr. Surrey. And your address? 

Mr. Knutson. Oklee, Minn. 

Mr. Surrey. Mr. Knutson, have you wanted to appear here ? 
Mr. Knutson. Yes. 
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Mr. Surrey. Have you submitted at various times affidavits in 
connection with the campaign in which you wife was defeated ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Surrey. Were these affidavits prepared by ) ~ ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. Well, they were typewritten by her secretary. I 
worded it the way that I wanted it and told her what to write. 

Mr. Surrey. You say that these affidavits were typed by her secre- 
tary, but the language was your own / 

Mr. Knuvrson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Did _ read these affidavits carefully ? 

Mr. Kxvrson. Yes, I did. I read them two or three times before 
I signed them. 

Mr. Surrey. We will come to these affidavits in various order, but 
I want to make it absolutely clear they are your language; they ex- 
press what you wanted to express, and they were carefully gone over 
by Page ¢ 

. Knutson. That is right. 


Surrey. Mr. Knutson, for some time there has been talk 
youl home area of oot ulti ies between yo u and your wife. 
Mr. Kxutrson. That is correct. 


Mr. Surrey. That talk ( ally led to certain actions, such as the 
release to the press of a letter known as the “Coya, Come Home” letter, 
which was a press release, not a letter, from you; 1s that correct? 

Mr. Kxvurson. That is correct 

Mr. Surrey. | would like to review with you the story of how all 
this came about. 

When did the first idea come up that you should write to your wife 
in connection with her coming home and not run for Congress ? 

Mr. Knuvson. Well, we had a meeting over to Walter Turgeon’s 
one Saturday night, and we decided what we should do. 

Mr. Surrey. When you say “we had a meeting,” who was at this 
meeting / 

Mr. Knutson. L. J. Lee, Walter Turgeon, Jimmy Turgeon, and 
myself. 

Mr. Srrrey. About when was this meeting held ? 

Mr. Knutson. It was 1 week before the Ninth District convention. 

Mr. Surrey. One week before the Ninth District convention, the 
Democratic convention / 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. What was said at this meeting that led to the sending 
of any communications to your wife, or the writing of a press rele ase ! 

Mr. Knutson. Well, they wanted me to write Coya a letter first 
for her to come home and then they wanted me to write a letter—they 
wrote it, and I was supposed to give it to the Ninth District chairman 
at the meeting. 

Mr. Surrey. When you say “they wrote it,” who is “they” ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. It was handed to me by Mr. J. J. Lee. I was sup- 
posed to give it to the Ninth District chairman Sunday to be read at 
the convention. 

Mr. Surrey. Was it handed to you at this meeting at the Turgeon 
farmhouse ? 

Mr. Knvrson. Yes: I rewrote the letter and he tore it up. 

Mr. Surrey. And he was given the job of writing this letter ? 
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Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. But did he write it at the farmhouse then, or did he 
give it to you later ? 

Mr. Knutson. He wrote it right at the farmhouse there at the 
dinner table. 

Mr. Surrey. Now, this was a letter to your wife? 

Mr. Knutson. No; this was a letter 1 was supposed to hand to the 
Ninth District chairman. 

Mr. Surrey. The Ninth District chairman. That would be a brief 
letter which was introduced as exhibit B yesterday, this letter to the 
convention chairman and delegates. This [handing] is a photostatic 
copy. The original was introduced. 

Mr. Knurson. That is the one. 

Mr. Surrey. And this letter was written by them—Jimmy Turgeon. 

Mr. Knutson. And L. J. Lee. 

Mr. Surrey. And copied by you, and then he tore up the original 
from which you had copied ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Surrey. And it said: 

I have as of this date, May 4, informed my wife, Coya Knutson, a Ninth 
District Representative in Congress, I do not want her to file for reelection to 
Congress. I expect her to comply with this request. Therefore, because of my 
interest in the D.F.L. Party, and as a party member, I believe it should be 
the business of this convention to discuss a candidate, or candidates to file at 
the primary so my wife’s position will be filled again by D.F.L. member. 

ANDREW KNUTSON. 

That you were to give to the committee chairman ? 

Mr. Knurson. That is right. 

Mr. Keatine. And that letter is in Mr. Lee’s handwriting ? 

Mr. Knutson. He tore up the original. 

Mr. Surrey. Mr. Lee wrote it and Mr. Knutson copied it. 

Mr. Keating. That is all in his handwriting? 

Mr. Surrey. In his handwriting, and the original was torn up. 
Then you were to write a letter to your wife telling her what you 
proposed to do, or how you felt about her coming home; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Surrey. When did you write that letter? 

Mr. Knutson. I did not write it. It was handed to me. 

Mr. Surrey. I am talking about a letter dated April 29 to “My 
Dear Wife,” and signed “Andrew Knutson,” which was introduced 
yesterday as petitioner’s exhibit C, which reads: 

My DEAR WIFE 
and I am reading from a photostatic copy— 


Coya, I want you to tell the people of the Ninth District, Sunday, May 4, 1958, 
that you are through in politics; that you want to go home and make a home 
for your son and husband. As your husband, I compel you to do this. I am 
tired of being apart from my family, I am sick and tired of having you run 
around with other men all the time and not your husband. 

That is signed by you? 

Mr. Knutson. Correct. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you write that letter? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I wrote that letter myself. 

Mr. Surrey. When did you write that, after the meeting? 
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Mr. Knutson. That was after the meeting up at Walter Turgeon’s. 

Mr. Surrey. Now then, there was a document released to the press 
which has been known as the “Coya, come home” document. This 
Was introduced yesterday as petitioner’s exhibit A, a press release 
from Andy Knutson, Oklee, Minn., dated May 4, 1958. I will quote: 

I have requested to my wife that she withdraw from the congressional 
campaign in the Ninth District. I have several reasons why I have taken this 
action and why I expect her to comply with my request. 

The first and most important is that since her election 4 years ago our home- 
life has deteriorated to the extent that it is practically nonexistent. I want 
to have the happy home that we enjoyed for many years prior to her election. 
Coya hasn’t been home for Christmas for 2 years and for Easter the past 3. 
I have seen our son but a few times and for only brief visits. 

Another reason for my request is her executive secretary, Bill Kjeldahl, who by 
his actions and dictatorial influence on my wife has taken away the close rela- 
tionship and affection we enjoyed before. 

Finally, I believe that it is useless for her to be elected as the decisions that 
are made are not hers but Kjeldahl’s, an individual who assumes no responsi- 
bility, yet dictates the policy of her office. 

I show you a photostatic copy of this press release introduced yes- 
terday as petitioner’s exhibit A, in handwriting, and ask you if that 
was written in your handwriting. Did you write it? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I did not write that letter. 

Mr. Surrey. Who gave it to you? It is not a letter. It is a press 
release. 

Mr. Knutson. I did not write that. 

Mr. Surrey. Who handed that to you? 

Mr. Knutson. Jimmy Turgeon. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he then, or did someone, give you printed copies 
of this for you to sign ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Typed copies ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. I show you a typed copy signed with the name “Andy 
Knutson,” dated May 4, 1958, and ask if that is one of the copies that 
you signed. 

Mr. Knutson. That is my signature. 

Mr. Surrey. That is your signature ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to introduce as petitioner’s exhibit X. 
(See exhibit X, app. II.) 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Surrey. And that is not your language, either, is it, Mr. Knut- 
son ? 

Mr. Knutson. No; it is not. 

Mr. Surrey. I notice that the press release talks about Mr. Kjel- 
dahl’s dictatorial influence, and it talks about his running the office. 
It talks about the decisions in your wife’s office as a Representative 
of the Ninth District of Minnesota not being hers. I do not find that 
in the letter that you wrote to your wife, do 1? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Surrey. What were these people telling you, Mr. Knutson, that 
made you sign this letter? 

Mr. Knurson. Well, they were telling me how Bill Kjeldahl 
dictating to my wife and how they were running around. 
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Mr. Surrey. Did you have any evidence of your own on that 

Mr. Knutson. No; I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. That he was dictating to your wife, or that they were 
running around together ¢ 

Mr. KKNUTSON. No, I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. Did they keep feeding stories to you? 

Mr. Kyu rson. Absolutely. 

Mr. Surrey. Who do you think wrote this press release at the time 
that it was given to you? 

Mr. Knutson. Jimmy Turgeon. 

Mr. Surrey. Let me ask you, where did you get this original copy 
of the press release, the handwritten copy, not the typed copy? 

Mr. Knutson. I got it from Jimmy Turgeon. It was either Friday 
or Saturday before the Ninth District convention. 

Mr. Surrey. That is when he showed it to you, but when did he 
actually give this to you? 

Mr. Kxvrson. Oh, that was, I think, right after the election when 
he handed it to me. 

Mr. Surrey. What did he say ? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, he stopped me on the street and he told me 
that he had a letter in the car for me to see. 

[ asked him what letter that was and he said the original “Come 
home, Coya.” letter, and he wanted to give it to me. 

Mr. Surrey. This was after the general election ? 

Mr. Knurson. Yes, [think it was. Iam pretty sure. 

Mr. Surrey. At that time did you know who had written it ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. Had you during this entire period of time assumed 
that Jimmy Turgeon had written it / 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. There was evidence yesterday, Mr. Knutson, by a 
handwriting expert, who compared this handwriting on this written 
press release with your handwriting, and he confirms with you—no, 
you did not write it—and he compared it to some specimens of Jimmy 
Turgeon’s handwriting, and as an expert witness testified that it 
was not Jimmy Turgeon’s handwriting, and he compared it with 
samples of the h: indwriting of Mr. Nelson, Mr. Maurice Nelson. He 
testified as a handwriting expert that this was in the handwriting of 
Mr. Maurice Nelson. Did you know that? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. Who was Mr. Maurice Nelson ? 

Mr. Knurson. Well, I had him as my lawyer. I was back two 
or three times this summer to him. 

Mr. Surrey. You had him as your lawyer once in connection with 
what ? 

Mr. Knutson. I had a little accident, and he collected some com- 
pensation for me. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he collect a fee ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Surrey. Then you consulted him this past summer prior to 
the election. On what did you consult him ? 


Mr. Knutson. Well, I asked him if I could sue Bill Kjeldahl. 
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Mr. Surrey. You asked him if you could sue Kjeldahl. You mean 
that you were consulting him about your personal problems in terms 
of your relationship with your wife and in terms of the relationship 
of Mr. Kjeldahl to your w ife? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. He was representing you in these discussions as your 
lawyer? Youconsulted him professionally ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he charge you? 

Mr. Knutson. No; he did not. 

Mr. Surrey. What would you say at this point, Mr. Knutson, if in 
fact it develops that Mr. Nelson, your lawyer, actually wrote this press 
release that Jimmy Turgeon handed to you? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, I do not know anything about that. It is sure 
a surprise to me. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you know at the time that Mr. Nelson had an ofli- 
cial position in the campaign of the opponent of your wife? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. You did not? 

Mr. Knurson. I did not. 

Mr. Jones. May I ask a question? Where does Mr. Nelson live? 
Does he live in the same community with you? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; about 20 miles away from my place, Fosston, 
Minn. 

Mr. Jones. In the same county in which you reside? 

Mr. Knutson. No; it is not. 

Mr. Jones. What is the population of the community in which Mr. 
Nelson lives? 

Mr. Knutson. I would say about 2,000. 

Mr. Jones. And in what community do you live? 

Mr. Knutson. Oklee, Minn. 

Mr. Jones. What is the population of Oklee ? 

Mr. Knourson. I think it is 500. 

Mr. Surrey. During this period were people feeding you stories 
after the convention, and up to the time of the general election, during 
the primary, in which your wife was successful, and also in the gene ral 
election in which your wife was not successful, feeding you “stories 
about your wife and Mr. Kjeldahl, her administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Kr atinc. Would it not be better rather than saying “people 
feeding stories” if you told us who was telling those stories? 

Mr. Surrey. I will ask him to identify them. 

Mr. Kerattne. I think that we ought to have that. 

Mr. Surrey. I will reframe the question, Mr. Keating. 

During the period both preceding the primary election and after 
the primary, and during the campaign for the general election, did 
anyone keep telling you any stories about Bill Kjeldahl and your 
wife? 

Mr. Knurson. Yes; they did. 

Mr. Surrey. Who? 

Mr. Knutson. Mrs. Otto Melby told me most of it. 

Mr. Surrey. Is that M-i-]-l-i-e Melby ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Who is she? 
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Mr. Knurson. The wife of Otto Melby. They have a store right 
across the street from my hotel. 

Mr. Surrey. And she is a Democrat ? 

Mr. Knutson. Supposed to be. 

Mr. Surrey. How often do you go to that store? 

Mr. Knutson. Oh, I think I am over there pretty near every day. 

Mr. Surrey. And she kept telling you stories about Bill Kjeldahl 
and your wife? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Were other people telling you stories? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Was this thing being talked about all the time in your 
community and in the neighborhood of your community ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

a“ Surrey. Did Mrs. Melby ever tell you about the action that one 
Mr. S-a-e-t-r-e was going to take? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Who is he? 

Mr. Knurson. He works there with the attorney general’s office in 
the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. Surrey. On what ticket? 

Mr. Knutson. Republican. 

Mr. Surrey. What, did Mrs. Melby tell you about him ? 

Mr. Knutson. She told me he had all kinds of evidence about 
Coya and Bill, and he was the one who was going to do all the dirty 
work about my wife, and he said he knew she couldn’t be elected 
anyway, so he was going to do that. 

Mr. Surrey. Let me ask you, during this whole period up to the 
time of the general election when these stories were being told day 
after day, and time after time each day, did you have any belief then 
that there was any political motivation behind these stories? Did 
you believe that the evabtic ans were spreading them, or Democrats 
opposed to your wife were spreading them, or did you think these 
were people sanity interested in your welfare ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. I did. 

Mr. Surrey. People honestly interested in your welfare? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to read you, sir, an affidavit prepared by 
your wife, Coya Knutson, dated December 15, 1958, reading as 
follows: 

I, Coya Knutson, being duly sworn, do depose and say : 

On Monday night, December 15, 1958, at approximately 10 o’clock, I talked by 
long-distance telephone with Ray Gessell, of Moorhead, Minn. The purpose of 
this telephone call, which I placed to Mr. Gessell, was to acquire from him the 
facts relevant to a meeting which was purported to have been held at Moorhead, 
Minn., between certain members of the campaign staff of Marvin Evenson— 
and was he the person who ran against your wife in the Democratic 
primary ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. And whom your wife defeated ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey (continuing) : 

Marvin Evenson and Odin Langen— 


and he was the opponent of your wife in the general election ? 
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Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey (continuing) : 

Odin Langen right after the primary in September. Marvin Evenson was 
my opponent in the Democratic primary. Odin Langen was my Republican op- 
ponent in the general election in November. Mr. Gesell had advised me of such 
a meeting some time ago. 

Mr. Gesell advised me by phone that he had contacted Judge Norman Nelson, 
the judge having told him that he (the judge) had been invited to attend this 
secret meeting, but when he had learned that Odin Langen’s campaign manager 
would be at the meeting, he refused to attend. Mr. Gesell advised me further 
that there were two meetings held between the Langen-Evenson forces, that these 
meetings were held at Warren’s Cafe in Moorhead, Minn., a week to 10 days 
after the Minnesota primary, and that the following persons were present: 
Kenneth Chase, Marvin Evenson, Kermit Thompson, David Stenseth, LeRoy 
Eberhardt, Paul oan and Glenn Sjolander. 

It was believed by Mr. Gesell that Odin Langen personally attended one of 
these meetings, but Mr. Gesell was quite careful to point out to me that he was 
not able to ascertain whether Mr. Langen was in fact present. 

Mr. Stenseth was Mr. Langen’s capaign manager as distinguished from 
chairman of the Volunteer Committee for Odin Langen. Mr. Evenson’s cam- 
paign chairman was Kenneth Chase. Mr. Sjolander is the motor vehicle registrar 
for Clay County, Minn., and an Evenson supporter. The other names, as far 
as I know, were active in the primary campaign against me. 

I would like at this time to introduce this affidavit as petitioner’s 
exhibit Y. (See exhibit Y, appendix IT.) 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, it will be received. 

Mr. Surrey. If you had known, Mr. Knutson, that fact—if it de- 
velops to be that way—that Mr. Nelson had really drafted the hand- 
written copy of the press release “Coya, come home”; if you had 
known the fact that the Democrats who opposed } your wife were work- 
ing with the Republicans in this campaign against your wife; if you 
had known in fact that Mr. Nelson was a voluntary campaign chair- 
man for your wife’s opponent in the general election, would you have 
signed that press release that was prepared for you by someone else ? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I would not. 

Mr. Surrey. You did not at that time know the background ? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Surrey. Were you getting pretty steamed up at all these 
stories they were feeding you? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you really believe them, or was it a question of 
them being repeated and repeated and repeated so they finally got 
you really “mad / 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. They got you really mad by their representations? 

Mr. Knutson. That. is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Was ev erybody talking about it ? 

Mr. Knutson. I would not say “everybody,” but there were quite a 
few of them. 

Mr. Surrey. Do you feel that you were taken by this thing? 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Surrey. Do you feel that you were used as a dupe ¢ 

Mr. Keatine. Would you repeat that again ? 

Mr. Surrey. Do you feel that you were used by the opponents of 
your wife? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I do. 
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Mr. Surrey. How do you feel about it ? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, I do not feel very good now. 

Mr. Surrey. Do you now believe any of these stories? 

Mr. Knurson. No. 

Mr. Surrey. That they spread ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I do not. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you ever honestly believe that Mr. Kjeldahl 
was running your wife’s office; that in effect he was executing the 
duties of a Congresswoman ¢ 

Mr. Knurson. I believed it at that time. 

Mr. Surrey. You believed it because they kept telling you, telling it 
to you ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. How does it. appear to you now? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I do not believe that now. 

Mr. Surrey. And you consulted during this period Mr. Nelson on a 
professional basis with reference to these v ery problems of your rela- 
tionship to your wife and the stories that were being circulated about 
Bill Kjeldahl’s relationship to her and his influence on her, and you 
consulted Mr. Nelson as a lawyer to see what you could do about it? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Were you ever offered mony for this? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I was not. 

Mr. Surrey. Let me ask you—did you ever tell Mr. Turgeon after 
the election that people were raising questions as to who really wrote 
the “Coya, Come Home” press release? 

Mr. Knvrson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Surrey. When was that, approximately ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. It was about 3 weeks ago, I think. 

Mr. Surrey. Monday, November 24? 

Mr. Knutson. I think so; somewhere along there. 

Mr. Surrey. Where were ‘you then ? 

Mr. Knutson. I was up at the Virginia Hotel. 

Mr. Surrey. And you called Mr. Tu urgeon ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Will you tell us about the conversation ? 

Mr. Knurson. Well, I told them they wanted to find out who wrote 
the letter. 

Mr. Surrey. Who was the “they” you are referring to? You said 
that they wanted to find out who wrote the letter ? 

Mr. Knutson. They had the letter over to the FBI. I think that 
I referred to them. 

Mr. Surrey. And you told them they were trying to find out who 
really wrote it ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. How did he react to this? 

Mr. Knutson. He got kind of surprised. He did not know exactly 
what to answer. He said once, I think he said that he wrote the letter, 
and he said that he would take the blame for it; he wrote it. 

Mr. Surrey. He first said that he did not and then he said he did? 

Mr. Knutson. I think that is the way it was. He said “I wrote the 
letter” at last. 
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Mr. Surrey. Was he worried about your conversation being re- 
corded ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Surrey. Was he worried about the fact you raised these ques- 
tions ? 

Mr. Knutson. I think he was. He sounded to me like he was really 
worried. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he ask you whether there was anything that he 
could do to help you? 

Mr. Knurson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. What did you tell him ? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, I told him that I was broke. I told him, you 
know, my wife don’t give me any money. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he keep asking you over and over again whether 
there was anything else he could do ) for you, Mr. Knutson ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. And did he indicate he would send you money ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. That is the feeling I had. 

Mr. Surrey. Did anything happen out of that conversation ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. What was that ? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, when I told him I was broke he said that he 
would have to go see a couple of guys and he would wire me the money. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you get later that evening a telephone message 
from James Turgeon, or purported to be from James Turgeon ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. What did it say ? 

Mr. Knurson. Well, he told me to go, or call up, Benedict Fitz- 
Gerald. 

Mr. Surrey. Mr. Turgeon left the message for you that you should 
call Mr. FitzGerald inside of an hour? 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you here what purports to be a note that was 
left for you in connection with this conversation and ask you if this 
is the note, a copy of the note, a photostatic copy of the note, that you 
received. [ Handing. | 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. This reads: 

Anpby KNutTson : Call Republic 7—2500 for Mr. FitzGerald within an hour, after 
the hour, call at Mr. FitzGerald’s residence. 

James Turgeon was calling. 

That is signed “Andy Meletis.” 

Is he the clerk at the motel ? 

Mr. Knutson. I do not know. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to introduce this as petitioner’s exhibit Z. 
(See exhibit Z, app. I.) 

The CuarMan. Without objection it is so ordered. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you ever get any money / 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. Do you know why ? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, I did not call up FitzGerald and I did not go 
to see him. 

Mr. Surrey. Who was FitzGerald? 
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Mr. Knutson. He was my lawyer that was supposed to sue Bill 
Idahl. 
ae Surrey. Let us find out about him. What did you first hear 
about Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Keatine. I am intrigued by this conversation about the tele- 
phone number. What is the number of the National Press Club? 

Mr. Surrey. May I ask a member of the press? 

Mr. Keattnc. What was the number on that slip that he was to 
call ? 

Mr. Surrey. Republic 7—2500. 

Mr. Keratine. I wonder if anyone could inform us regarding that. 
There seems to be a general nodding of heads. 

Mr. Surrey. I gather that is the Press Club number. 

Mr. Keattne. I think that it ought to be stipulated in the record. 
We have a great many people involved. I think if this is the Press 

Club number it should be a part of the record. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Keating brought out yesterday that there was some 
question of the Press C lub, or the Press Club bar. 

Mr. Surrey. I will have to call a newspaperman as an expert wit- 
ness. 

Mr. Keating. You may proceed, counsel. 

The CuatrMan. Proceed in order, please. 

Mr. Surrey. How did you first hear about Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knurson. Somebody wrote me a letter and recommended him 
to me. 

Mr. Surrey. Somebody you knew ? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Surrey. Who was that “somebody”? Do you remember the 
hame ¢ 

Mr. Knurson. Mr. Turely, or something. 

Mr. Surrey. Let me refresh your recollection by giving you a photo- 
static copy of petitioner’s exhibit R introduced yesterday, which was 
a letter on the National Press Club stationery, signed by Gervaise 
Trevalion. Is that the letter that you received? 

Mr. Knutson. That is the one. 

Mr. Surrey. As I recall, from the testimony introduced yesterday, 
petitioner’s exhibit Q, that letter was postmarked May 9. "What did 
you do about it? 

Mr. Knutson. I did not do much about it then. I wrote that party 
a letter. I didnot hear from them again. 

Mr. Surrey. You wrote a letter to whom ? 

Mr. Knutson. This Trevalion, or whatever his name is. 

Mr. Surrey. You never got an answer ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you ever write to Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knurson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Krarine. Did you write him at the National Press Club ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I wrote him at the National Press Club. 

Mi. Surrey. Then you wrote Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Surrey. About when ? 

Mr. Knutson. I think that it was about the last of September or the 
first of October. 
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Mr. Surrey. What did you write him? 

Mr. Knutson. I wrote him if he would take the case I was broke, I 
could not give him any money for it. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you an affidavit purporting to be signed by 
you, dated December 11, 1958, and ask you if that is your: affidavit ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; that is mine. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to have this be petitioner’s exhibit AA. 
(See exhibit AA, app. IT.) 

Mr. Keating. What is the nature of it ? 

Mr. Surrey. It is an affidavit by Mr. Knutson. 

Mr. Keatina. Signed by the witness ? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Mr. Keatine. Why don’t you ask about it ? 

Mr. Surrey. I will. 

Did you consult Mr. Nelson, your attorney, in Minnesota, in connec- 
tion with your domestic problems about a lawyer in the district to 
handle this problem for you? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he advise you that nobody in the district would 
handle it? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. So for this reason you then took the suggestion of 
Gervaise Trevalion and wrote to Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. That is the Ninth District where you were advised that 
vou couldn’t find a lawyer? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Were you pretty sore at this time / 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Surrey. You were sore because of all the things the people 
were telling you ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. And all the stories that were going around about 
you wife and Mr. Kjeldahl ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. What h: appened after you sent this letter? Did you 
hear from Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knutson. I think it was the third day he called me up where 
I was working, either two or three times, I wasn’t around. Then 
he left a message for me to call him when I go back. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you? 

Mr. Knutson. I called him. 

Mr. Surrey. What did he say and what did you say ? 

Mr. Knutson. He asked me if my home was broken up. I told 
him yes. He asked me if I had told Bill to move out. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he ask you if you had any evidence about relations 
between Bill Kjeldahl and your wife? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you? 

Mr .Knurson. Only when I saw him, what I told him. 

Mr. Surrey. You mean only what people had told you? Did you, 
yourself, have any evidence of any misconduct concerning your wife 


and Bill Kjeldahl? 
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Mr. Knutson. No; I didn't. ; 

Mr. Kratine. I am confused, counsel. Mr. Kjeldahl moving into 
the hotel is something new. 

Mr. Surrey. I will come back to that. 

Did Mr. FitzGerald advise you whether he had any evidence ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; he told me that he had all kinds of evidence. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he tell you what this “all kinds of evidence” was? 

Mr. Knutson. No; he didn’t } 

Mr. Surrey. But did he tell you he had enough evidence to bring 
this suit 4 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Surrey. What was the suit you asked him to bring? 

Mr. Knutson. It was that Bill had wrecked my home and whatever 
vou call it. 
~ Mr. Surrey. Alienation of affections? 

Mr. Knutson. Alienation of affections. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you ask him to sue Bill Kjeldahl for slander? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Surrey. In fact, the suit brought was for slander; wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Knutson. It was. 

Mr. Surrey. Both alienation of affections and slander? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you have any evidence that Bill Kjeldahl had 
ever slandered you? 

Mr. Knutson. No: I didn’t. 

Mr. Surrey. After this phone conversation in which he told you 
not to worry, what happened? Did he go ahead and prepare a suit? 

Mr. Knutson. He did. 

Mr. Surrey. Did he mail any of the documents to you? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. For your signature ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. This was prior to the election ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. The suit in fact, I believe, was brought the day of 
or the day after election; is that right ? 

Mr. Knutson. That i is right. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you a letter dated October 14, 1958, addressed 
to you at Oklee, Minn., and signed by Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. 
Is that a letter you received ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is the one. 

Mr. Surrey. That will be petitioner’s exhibit AA. (See exhibit 
BB, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Keatine. BB? 

Mr. Surrey. We canceled AA, the affidavit. This letter reads: 
ANDY KNUTSON, 

Oklee, Minn. 

Dear ANDY: I have received your letter of October 6, 1958, in which you 
indicate your desire to institute action against William Kjeldahl for alienation 
of affections in connection with the theft of your wife Coya’s love. 

This office will be glad to assist you and investigate the matter thoroughly. 

In view of the fact that you indicate that you are without funds an arrange- 
ment to handle the matter on a contingent fee basis can be worked out. 

Please advise us of your availability to discuss the matter. Perhaps we can 
arrange to travel to Thief River Falls to discuss the matter in detail. 
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In the meantime please write this office, return mail, and forward any 
pertinent material or evidence that you have. 

You might also indicate where you can be reached on the telephone, and your 
present residential address. 

.iso indicate the whereabouts of your son. 

We attempted to locate you at Rolandson’s implement shop (SW 6-—4205) 
but we were advised that you were out and would return shortly. 

Looking forward to your response by return mail. 


Did you send him any evidence ? 

Mr. Davis. Who is that signed by ? 

Mr. Surrey. By Benedict “F. FitzGerald, Jr. 

Mr. Keatinc. As a matter of chronology there was a letter from 
Mr. Knutson to this lawyer ahead of that? 

Mr. Surrey. That is right. I do not have that. 

Mr. Keatinc. Mr. Knutson, after your telephone conversation, you 
wrote a letter to this Mr. FitzGerald asking him to represent you ? 

Mr. Knutson. I wrote him a letter before the telephone. He called 
me up right away when he got the letter again. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you send him any ev idence? 

Mr. Knurson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you mail him a copy of the Drew Pearson article? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Surrey. What was that article about ? 

Mr. Knutson. It was about me, I was an alcoholic and I didn’t pay 
my bills and I lived off my wife. 

Mr. Surrey. But did that article have any evidence of misconduct 
between your wife and Bill Kjeldahl ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, it didn’t. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to introduce a copy of that article with- 
out taking the time of the committee to read it. I think Mr. Knutson 
has adequately summarized it. 

Mr. Davis. Without objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Surrey. That will be petitioner’s exhibit BB. (See exhibit 
CC, app. IT.) 

Mr. Kratine. May I ask where the witness got the article of Mr. 
Drew Pearson? Where did you get that ? 

Mr. Knutson. Pardon ? 

Mr. Keatrng. Where did you come into possession of the Drew 
Pearson article? You weren’t in Washington at this time? 

Mr. Surrey. He is syndicated, sir. Mr. Pearson is syndicated 
throughout the country. 

Mr. Keratrne. I wondered how Mr. Knutson happened to come 
into possession of this. 

Mr. Knutson. I read it in a few of the newspapers. 

Mr. Keatine. You read it? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Kratrnc. Ina Minnesota paper ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Mr. Chairman, the witness has asked if we could have 
a 5-minute recess. 

Mr. Davis. Without objection, we will recess for 5 minutes. 

(Short recess. ) 

Mr. Davis. The committee will be in order. You may proceed, 
Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Surrey. Mr. Knutson, I hand you a letter dated November 
11, 1958, addressed to you at Oklee, Minn., on the stationery of Bene- 
dict F. FitzGerald, Jr., signed by him and ask if this is a letter you 
received through the mail. 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, that is the one. 

Mr. Surrey. I ask that this be introduced as petitioner’s exhibit 
CC. (Seeexhibit DD,app. 11.) This letter reads: 


Pursuant to arrangement, on November 5, 1958, I filed the complaint in the 
United States District Court for the District of Columbia against William O. 
Kjeldahl for alienation of affections and slander. 

A copy of that complaint was introduced yesterday and was part 
of petitioner’s exhibit B. 

Thereafter I delivered a summons and a copy of the complaint to the U.S. 
marshal for service upon the defendant. 

The procedure now is to effect service. There has been no service as of yet, 
and I have been informed that Kjeldahl cannot be located at present. Appar- 
ently he is in hiding. After service the defendant is required to file a re- 
sponsive pleading (an answer) within 20 days. 

As you no doubt are aware there was considerable publicity attendant to the 
filing of the suit. Both the New York Times and the New York Daily News, 
with a circulation of over 4 million, carried the story. The New York Daily 
News reported that Kjeldahl and Mrs. Knutson were noncommunicative when 
interrogated en route to the lake region. The were traveling via automobile and 
had stopped off to eat in a cafe. The fact that Coya was the only Democratic 
incumbent defeated by a Republican, attracted more attention. All of it was 
favorable to you. As a result of the above you will no doubt be called upon by 
reporters, etc., for your comments. It would be best to refer them to this 
office. You should remain in contact with me for future developments, espe- 
cially if there is an attempt, either at a reprisal, or to settle the matter. Be 
especially careful of your behavior and don’t give any evil person the oppor- 
tunity to frame you. You should take the position that you still love your wife 
and that the suit is not against her but against Kjeldahl who was the bad 
influence. 

Continue to forward me any additional evidence that you should obtain and I 
will continue to protect your interests. With kind personal regards. 


Mr. Davis. Who was that letter signed by ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. By Mr. Benedict F. FitzGerald. 

Mr. Kreative. On the stationery of Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is correct. 

Mr. Davis. Not the National Press Club this time ? 

Mr. Surrey. No, sir. I believe his offices are in the Press Building 
and I also understand he is a member of the Press Club, which would 
explain why a telephone number of the Press Club might be left for 
him to be reached, particularly since it was in the evening. 

Mr. Davis. He probably had dinner there. 

Mr. Kratine. He is not a member of the working press ? 

Mr. Surrey. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Kratinea. He is probably an associate. 

Mr. Surrey. I believe that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Davis. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Surrey. Had you ever told Langen or any of the Republicans 
you were bringing this suit ? 

Mr. Knutson. I talked to Maurice Nelson. 

Mr. Surrey. You talked to Nelson ? 

Mr. Knurson. I think that is the only Republican I mentioned it 
to. 
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Mr. Surrey. I am now introducing into evidence and reading a 
newspaper, the Red River Scene, published i in Moorhead, “The Fast- 
est Growing City in the Northwest,” Thursday, November 6, 1958. 

This is in connection with a news report headed “Langen Sends 
Coya‘Home’.” There is this statement : 


During the noon conversation— 
Conversation Mr. Langen had with the Scene, the paper— 


Langen said he had not received any message of concession from Mrs. Knutson. 
Asked about the a. husband filing a civil action against her executive 
secretary, Bill Kjeldahl, Langen asserted : 

“We knew about it all the time and that it was coming.” 

Had you ever read this article, sir? 

Mr. Knutson. I don’t think I have. 

Mr. Surrey. It is marked in pencil, the part I read, in the middle. 

Mr. Knutson. No; I haven’t read that. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to have this introduced as petitioner’s 
exhibit DD. (See exhibit EE, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Davis. What does that describe ? 

Mr. Surrey. That is a report of a newspaper interview the day 
after election with Mrs. Knutson’s opponents. I am we out the 
statement that when he was asked by the reporter, J. F. McCarthy, 
staff writer, about Mrs. Knutson’s husband filing a civil action 
against executive secretary Bill Kjeldahl, Langen asserted : 

We knew about it all the time and that it was coming 


Mr. Davis. Without objection, it will be received. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you ever tell you wife you were bringing this 
suit / 

Mr. Knutson. No; I didn't. 

Mr. Surrey. But you did tell Mr. Nelson / 

Mr. Knutson. I did. 

Mr. Kratine. To clear this up, but not to interfere, did you tell 
others / 

Mr. Knurson. Yes: there were a few that knew about it. 

Mr. Krarinc. You told a number of people you were going to bring 
the suit / 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I had to get a witness for one thing, when I 
signed my name. 

Mr. Surrey. You had all along consulted Mr. Nelson about hiring 
an attorney, the fact that you couldn't get one in the district, and you 
consulted him professionally about it ? 

Mr. Knutson. That was a few months before that. 

Mr. Surrey. I now hand you a letter on the stationery of Benedict 
F. FitzGerald, Jr., dated November 12, 1958, addressed to Andrew 
Knutson, Oklee, Minn., “Dear Andrew,” signed by Benedict F. Fitz- 
Gerald, Jr., and with a postscript signed by Benedict F. FitzGerald, 
Jv., and ask if this is a letter you rec eived in the mail. 

Mr. Knutson. That is the one. 

Mr. Surrey. May I read the letter: 

DEAR ANDREW: I have received your letter of November 11, 1958 
we do not have it— 


and I was pleased to learn that you had discussed the pending litigation with 
your son Terry, and that Coya plans to come home. 
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The return of your wife should be the complete answer to all your desires, 
ambitions, and prayers, and I hope that she will in fact return immediately. If 
she does, and she really owes it to you, I have no doubt whatever that both of 
vou can take up and resume your past, pleasant, and mutually satisfactory 
marital state together, free from the evil temptations attendant to the pre- 
carious existence at the congressional level. If peace does come to you, you 
must remember that it came primarily because of the intervention of this of- 
fice and the institution by us of forceful and almost unprecedented litigation 
at various levels. As with all litigation, however, once commenced it must be 
effectively and properly concluded without the interposition of personal liability 
either to you or to this office. In this respect its termination cannot be effectu- 
ated as rapidly as turning the spigot on and off, particularly if there is any 
skill or animosity on the part of the opposition. 

To reflect a moment, this office acting upon your individual, specific requests 
and instructions, gathered information and evidence, investigated and prepared 
three separate actions in your behalf, to date. They include 

(1) A claim against the United States for $5,000, for improperly honoring 
checks drawn payable to you, and/or Andy’s Hotel, for the rental of an office 
to Coya, during the period that she was entitled to an office as a Congress- 
woman. 

(2) A claim for $200,000 against columnist Drew Pearson, Jack Anderson, and 
the News and Observer, of Raleigh, N.C., for conspiracy, libel, and slander, in 
connection with the publication and circulation of misstatements and false- 
hoods about you, on or about May 18, 1958. 

(3) A claim for $200,000 against William O. Kjeldahl for alienation of affec- 
tions and slander, filed in the United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia and delivered to the United States marshal and special process servers, 
for services upon the defendant. 

The important thing to remember is that at no time did you or did this office 
file any charges or commence any action against your wife. All of the above 
are against other persons. Coya is of course involved incidentally. If charges 
are presently pending against Covya—or are to be filed against her—this office had 
nothing to do with it and this office would be happy to jump to her assistance and 
immediate defense upon your written suggestion and direction. 

Please advise me if your present studied desire is to terminate all three of the 
above actions. Please also advise me of what assurance you have in writing 
that upon the termination of all of the above, that no cross action, counterclaim, 
or suit will be commenced either against you or this office by the defendants 
identified in paragraphs Nos. (2) and (3) above. Action No. (3), commenced 
over your signature, contains particularly grave charges against the defendant 
Kjeldahl. A condition precedent to its termination should be the obtaining of a 
release from Kjeldahl, by this office, that he will not sue you for the false 
institution of such litigation. His attitude at present is not known to this office 
because neither he, nor his attorney, has communicated with this office. Upon 
receipts of your letter i called Coya’s office and spoke to a Miss Wilson and a 
lady identified as “Micky” but both were noncommunicative with respect to his 
whereabouts. All of the above, can of course be worked out by this office, if such 
is your wish, 

I would appear, however, that a more suitable method of terminating any, 
or all of the above, would be for us to hold a conference, either in Washington, 
Chicago, or Minnesota, and have all parties concerned, execute a confidential 
agreement, settling all differences, with Coya, agreeing to return to you per- 
manently, and having Kjeldahl agree to cease and desist from any further in- 
terferences, and having him agree to pay all the legal fees. This could be 
worked out quietly and effectively by this office, by means of an exchange of 
correspondence, ete. Such a disposition would protect you. After all there 
Was some earlier evidence of threats to challenge your mentality and inear- 
cerate you for your past activities and delusions. 

Finally there is the problem of legal fees. The efficient work of this office on 
the above cases has necessitated the allotment of a good deal of time, energy, and 
the retention of a host of detectives, investigators, ete. Arrangements should 
be made to remunerate us for these efforts, since the target of our efforts is now 
being removed by your generosity and good nature and not by this office which 
is geared up for positive, effective, and affirmative action in your behalf, spurred 
on by the commitments entered into by you in the form of written contracts. 
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Please indicate in detail your desires. Meanwhile refrain from any com- 
ment upon the matter to the public or to the parties involved other than that to 
note that you are overcome with joy and gratitude that your desires and prayers 
appear to have been finally answered, in that you have learned that your dear 
wife plans to return to you and to your home, the door of which has always 
been open. 

At the same time acting upon your instructions contained in your letter of the 
eleventh I will postpone all plans for a trial against Kjeldahl and await your 
answers to the above and your future directions. 

Sincerely, 
BENEpDIcT F. FrrzGerap, Jr. 

Please transmit a check or money order to this office for three thousand 
dollars. 

In lieu thereof, 

P.S. Transmitted herewith please find three notes payable to this office in the 
amount of one thousand dollars each, representing the amount due for expenses 
and legal fees in connection with the above cases. Please execute each note in 
the spot designated by a pencilled check mark, and have a witness execute same 
in the appropriate place. Then return all three to this office, and upon receipt 
thereof, we will take the necessary steps to discontinue all of the above. 

Mr. Keatinc. There is another chronology here. That refers to a 
letter from Mr. Knutson to them dated the 11th? 

Mr. Surrey. The 11th. 

Mr. Keating. Which you do not have ? 

Mr. Surrey. No, we do not have it. 

Mr. Keatrna. I assume we will get that when we call Mr. Fitz- 
Gerald. 

Mr. Surrey. I assume so. 

Mr. Keating. Can the witness just tell us in general what that 
letter says ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Can you testify, sir, to your letter of November 11, 
referred to in the letter of November 12 from Mr. FitzGerald. Was 
that the letter where you asked hin to drop the case ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Surrey. You wanted the case dropped ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. Why? 

Mr. Knurson. My brother told me these people were using me, and 
Terry came home and he wanted me to drop it; we should get together 
again. 

Mr. Surrey. You had given him instructions to drop the suit and 
this was in reply thereto? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like to have this letter introduced as exhibit 
EE. (See exhibit FF, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Davis. Without objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Surrey. What steps did you take to get this case dropped in 
addition to the letter of November 11? 

Mr. Knurson. I sent him a registered letter that he was fired. I 
sent him a telegram that he was fired, that I didn’t want to sue any- 
body any more. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you send a letter to the judge? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Lone. May I ask the witness a question. Did you yourself, 
Mr. Knutson, write both the letter to Mr. FitzGerald and the letter 
to the judge? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I did. 
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Mr. Lona. Did you have any assistance in writing those letters 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, the secretary helped me with them, Coya’s 
secretary. 

Mr. Knutson. They were written from Minnesota ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. KratrnG. She and her secretary were then out in Minnesota? 

Mr. Knutson. I sent them from here to Minnesota. They mailed 
them to Oklee. 

Mr. Keatine. Where were they prepared ? 

Mr. Knutson. They were prepared here. 

Mr. Keatina. Here and sent to you out there in Oklee ? 

Mr. Knutson. We sent them down to Oklee to be mailed in Oklee 
and—— 

Mr. Keating. You were here, too? 

Mr. Knurrson. Yes. 

Mr. Krartne. And you sent them to Oklee to be mailed from 
Oklee ! 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Keatine. Why did you not mail them here? 

Mr. Knutson. I don’t know. Thought it looked better to come 
from Oklee. 

Mr. Keatine. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Knutson. I thought it would look better coming from Oklee. 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you want Mr. FitzGerald to know you were here? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I didn’t. That is why I sent them out to Oklee 
to be mailed. 

Mr. Surrey. I gather you have been in hiding. 

Mr. Knurrson. That’s right. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Knutson, when the gentleman from Minnesota 
asked you to call Mr. FitzGerald, then you received back the phone 
message that were to phone Mr. F itzGerald within an hour? 

Mr. Knurson. Yes. 

Mr. Lone. Do you know how the gentleman in Minnesota knew Mr. 
FitzGerald and in turn why he asked you to call Mr. FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knutson. I don’t know exactly how he knew it, but I suppose 
he had read about it in the newspapers. 

Mr. Lona. Had it been made public then that Mr. FitzGerald was 
handling the action for you for alienation of affections? 

Mr. Knutson. That is correct. 

Mr. Lona. Subsequent to the press release, the original “Coya 
come home” press release, when did you find out Mr. Nelson was one 
of the campaign managers for Mrs. Knutson’s opponent ? 

Mr. Knutson. I didn’t know that until after the election. 

Mr. Lone. You did not know it during the primary at all? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Lone. You did not know it until subsequent to the general elec- 
tion of November 4? 

Mr. Knurson. It was after that, yes. 

Mr. Lone, It wasn’t public information then in the papers that he 
was acting as campaign manager for Mrs. Knutson’s opponent? 

Mr. Knerson. That could have been, but I didn’t read it in the 


press. 
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Mr. Kreattnc. Did you read the papers every day 4 

Mr. Knutson. I read them pretty near every night. Glanced over 
them. I was working all day long, didn’t read much of them. 

Mr. Keating. You didn’t know anything about his connection with 
the campaign of Mrs. Knutson’s opponent / 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. I knew he was a Republican. That 
is all I knew. I didn’t know he was his ec: er manager. 

Mr. SuRREY hand you a copy of a letter dated } November 21, 1958, 
from Oklee, Minn., purported to be signed by you, Andrew Knutson, 
addressed to Mr. Benedict F. F itzGer: ald, Jr., suite 983, National 
Press Building, and ask if that is a copy of the letter that you sent to 
him which you wrote here, mailed out to Minnesota, and had mailed 
from Minnesota to Mr. FitzGerald under registered letter, 

Mr. Knurson. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. This is a carbon copy ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Surrey. I ask this be introduced as petitioner’s exhibit FF, 
(See exhibit GG, appendix II.) 

Mr. Davis. Without objection. 

Mr. Surrey. I read as follows: 

I am firing you as my lawyer because you did not drop the case against Kjel- 
dahl as I asked you to do 2 weeks ago. I want you to know that you do not 
represent me in any way any more and I want you to send back to me all the 
papers and letters you got from me. 

The main thing is that you understand that I don’t owe you a red cent more 
than I already paid you. 

Had you paid him any money? 

Mr. Knutson. I sent him a money order for $50. 

Mr. Surrey (continuing) : 

I told you I didn’t have any money when you said you could prove the two 
counts against Kjeldahl. I told you I didn’t have any evidence but you went 
ahead on your own. A lot of innocent people got hurt, including me. A lot 
of people said they were trying to help me but they were really just wanting to 
get Coya defeated. 

ANDREW KNUTSON, 

Mr. Surrey. I now hand you an envelope which has written at the 
top in ink, “Andy Knutson, Oklee, Minn.” It is addressed to Bene- 
dict F. FitzGer ald, National Press Building, Washington, D.C. It is 
sent via airmail, registry No. 5, return receipt requested, fee paid. 
There is stamped on ‘it various postmarks, November 25, Oklee ; Wash- 
ington, November 28, and some other stamps, with notations “Re- 
fused” ; “Not at office” , No. 269. 

Is that the envelope in which you sent the letter to Mr. FitzGerald 
which I just read to you? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Surrey. Where did you get this? 

Mr. Knutson. From the Post Office Department. 

Mr. Surrey. What did they tell you about their efforts to deliver 
this letter ? 

Mr. Knutson. I guess they tried every means to deliver it but they 
couldn’t deliver it. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you make any further effort?) After you got this 
envelope back with the written letter still in it what did you do? 

Mr. Knutson. I mailed another one to him. 
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Mr. Surrey. Registered mail? 

Mr. Knutson. I opened that one up, registered it, and sent it back 
to him. 

Mr. Surrey. Did you also send one by regular mail ? 

Mr. Knutson. I did. 

Mr. Surrey. I would like this introduced as petitioner’s exhibit 
GG. (See exhibit HH, appendix I1.) 

Mr. Davis. How much longer will you be? 

Mr. Surrey. Not more than 20 minutes; a half hour at the most. 

I hand you this envelope, Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., Suite 983, 
National Press Building, return receipt requested, registered mail, 
December 1, 1958. 

Is this another envelope that was not delivered ? 

Mr. Knvurson. Yes, this is the letter I sent him. 

Mr. Surrey. Is that the one which has the original letter inside? 
This has not been opened. 

You remailed the original letter ? 

Mr. Knutson. I did. 

Mr. Surrey. I ask this be introduced as HH. (See exhibit IT, ap- 
pendix IT.) 

Did you also write a letter to the judge ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Surrey. I hand you a carbon copy of a letter dated November 
21, 1958, Civil Division, District Court of the District of Columbia, 
Washington, D.C. Your signature is at the bottom. Is that a carbon 
copy of the letter you wrote the judge? 

Mr. Knutson. That is the letter. 

Mr. Surrey. I ask this be introduced as petitioner’s exhibit II. 
(See exhibit JJ, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Dennison. Where were these letters prepared? Were they 
prepared in Washington / 

Mr. Surrey. The witness testified that this letter and the original 
letter to Mr. FitzGerald were prepared in Washington, mailed to 
Minnesota, and mailed from there. 

Mr. Dennison. Where were you when they were prepared ? 

Mr. Knurson. Up in the motel in Virginia. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you consult with anybody else in connection 
with the preparation of these letters ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Kratine. They were not prepared by you. Is that right? 

Mr. Knutson. I told them what to write down and we wrote the 
letter. 

Mr. Keatine. Who sent them out west to Minnesota ? 

Mr. Knutson. I did. 

Mr. Dennison. For what purpose were you in Washington at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. I was going to try to get rid of FitzGerald. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you contact FitzGerald when you were here? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you attempt to? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Dennison. I thought you said you came here to try to get 
in touch with Mr. FitzGerald ? 
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Mr. Knutson. I tried to get help to see what I could do about it, 
I couldn’t pay him the $3,000. 

Mr. Dennison. W hat did you do specifically to try to get in touch 
with FitzGerald ? 

Mr. Knutson. I didn’t get the question. 

Mr. Dennison. When you were in Washington at that time in 
November what specifically did you do to try to contact FitzGerald! 

Mr. Knutson. I didn’t try to contact FitzGerald. 

Mr. Dennison. What was the purpose of your trip to Washington? 

Mr. Knutson. I was going to see if I could get help so he couldn't 
sue me or anything. 

Mr. DENNISON. W ho did you consult when you were here / 

Mr. Knutson. I talked it over with my wife 

Mr. Dennison. Anybody else ? 

Mr. KNwutson. Some of the staff members might have heard it, 
I couldn’t say for sure. 

Mr. Dennison. You mean members of your wife’s staff ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Dennison. Is there anybody else you consulted ? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Dennison. Is there anybody else who was consulted to your 
knowledge by your wife/ 

Mr. Kyu tson. Not that I know of for sure. 

Mr. Dennison. Have you heard whether anyone else was con- 
sulted by your wife in connection with this? 

Mr. Knutson. I think they talked to her lawyer about it. 

Mr. Dennison. Did she tell you she had talked to her lawyer 
about it ? 

Mr. Knutson. I think she did. 

Mr. Dennison. Who was her lawyer ? 

Mr. Knutson. I think it was Mr. Surrey. 

Mr. Surrey. No. 

Mr. Knvrson. I don’t know for sure. 

Mr. DENNISON. Pr say you don’t know the name of the lawyer! 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don't. 

Mr. Surrey. The letter reads: 

Dear JupGE: I fired my lawyer, Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., and I don’t want 
to sue Kjeldahl any more. It wasn’t my idea in the first place. With this 
letter I am getting out of all this. I told them over a week ago to withdraw 
this suit so I am writing you. 

My lawyer, Maurice Nelson, Fosston, Minn., told me I could get out of this 
by writing you. 

Sincerely, 
ANDREW KNUTSON 

That is petitioner’s exhibit IT. 

Did you also send him a telegram ? 

Mr. Knutson. FitzGerald? 

Mr. Surrey. Yes. 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Jones. - you offering the ex)ibit ? 

Mr. Surrey. I did before and I understood it was admitted. 

Was there any success in the delivery of the telegram ? 

Mr. Knutson. No. there wasn't. 
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Mr. Surrey. I hand you a carbon copy of a telegram addressed 
to Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr., National Press Building, Washing- 
ton, D.C., November 28, signed by you, and ask you if that is a copy 
of the telegram you sent? 

Mr. Jones. What is the purpose of these affidavits and statements 
that you are offering, a transaction that occurred between the wit- 
ness and Mr. FitzGerald subsequent to the election and the termina- 
tion of the lawsuit ? 

Mr. Surrey. It is our contention—— 

Mr. Jones. Is it a chain of events leading up to—— 

Mr. Surrey. It is our contention, and the witness testified to it, 
that during the period up to and through the election he had no 
knowledge of who was behind the start of this “Coya come home” 
business, the rumors, pushing him into action, and the bringing 
of a suit. 

Mr. Jones. I understand that. You offered evidence of that. 

Mr. Surrey. We are also offering it to show he did find out about 
this and made every effort to cancel out these actions. 

If you believe there is enough evidence I will stop there. 

Mr. Jones. The witness testified to that. This is taking up a great 
deal of time and I don’t see it is of sufficient import. 

Mr. Surrey. I have one additional letter, sir, of November 19 from 
Mr. FitzGerald to Mr. Knutson in which he has requested him to 
sign an affidavit that at no time did he act with the assistance of 
political opponents of his wife. 

If the committee deems that pertinent I will put it into evidence. 

Mr. Davis. All right. 

Mr. Surrey. This is a letter dated November 19, 1958, on Bene- 
dict F. FitzGerald, Jr.’s stationery, addressed to Andrew Knutson, 
Oklee, Minn., signed “Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr.” 

Is this the letter you received ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Surrey. I ask this and the attachment to it be introduced as 
petitioner’s exhibit KK. (See exhibit KK, app. 11.) 


It reads: 


Today a Washington attorney— 





it does not refer to me 


purporting to represent your wife Coya contacted this office. 

He said that Coya had turned over to him letters written by you to her, and 
other evidence to the effect that you were a ne’er-do-well whose desire for mone- 
tary gain from the hands of her political opponents, had prompted you to become 
the pawn of her political opponents. He indicated that he was contemplating 
challenging the election on that basis and was thinking about filing a complaint 
with the Election Committee of the House of Representatives alleging that fact. 

I assured him that such was not the case, that you had filed the suit based 
upon the legal advice furnished to you by this office following the revelation that 
you loved your wife, that you wanted her to return to your home, and that you, 
and you alone, had a legal and moral right to her affections, and that Kjeldah! 
had interfered with that right and had slandered you. 

The attorney then remarked that our discussion was at an end. 

The above is being reported to you for your information and guidance. You 
are alerted to be especially careful about your conduct and remarks in connection 
with a solution to this case as previously outlined. This office would dislike 
traveling to Minnesota to defend you on trumped up charges of insanity or some 
other groundless charge. 
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The remarks of your wife’s attorney are certainly not consistent with the facts 
and a realization that she should share that you have been wronged, and that she 
plans to return to you permanently. Please refer all inquiries to this office and 
we will do everything possible to settle the pending litigation in an effective and 
expeditious manner, at the same time protecting your interests. Please also 
answer the questions contained in our letter to you under date of November 12, 
Also execute and return the enclosed affidavit before a notary public. 

Sincerely, 


. 


Benepict F. FirzGeRra.p, Jr. 


AFFIDAVIT 


Now comes Andrew Knutson of Oklee, Minn., and being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says as follows: 

That he is married to one Coya Knutson, nee Cornelia Gjesdal, formerly of 
Edmore, N. Dak. 

That on November 5, 1958, your deponent caused to be filed a civil action in the 
United States District Court for the District of Columbia, No. 2798-58, against 
William O. Kjeldahl, for alienation of affections and slander, a copy of which is 
attached hereto, and marked “Attachment One.” 

That the allegations set forth in the complaint (attachment one) are true 
and constitute the sole reason for the instigation of the aforesaid litigation. 

That at no time was your affiant inspired to act, nor did he act at the in- 
sistance of the political opponents of his wife, Republican or Democratic, who- 
ever they may be. Nor did he write letters to his wife, issue press releases, or 
take legal action because of the aforesaid political opponents, or because of 
advice furnished by the aforesaid political opponents of his wife. 

That he has a real and genuine desire to have his wife Coya Knutson return 
to his home in Oklee, Minn., and to refrain from any further association with 
William O. Kjeldahl. 

Mr. Davis. Who wrote that letter ’ 

Mr. Surrey. From FitzGerald to Knutson dated November 1). 

You have not signed that affidavit, have vou? 

Mr. Knutson. No. 

Mr. Surrey. Do you intend to? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I don't. 

Mr. Surrey. Is it true? On the basis of what you now know, is 
it true ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. Pardon / 

Mr. Surrey. Do you believe the statements in that affidavit are true 
on the basis of what you now know ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. No; I don’t think they are true. 

Mr. Surrey. I have no further questions of this witness, sir. 

Mr. Davis. Are there other witnesses ¢ 

Mr. Keatinc. I have a couple questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Davis. Mr. Keating. 

Mr. Keatine. Did you come from Minnesota last night ? 

Mr. Knutson. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Keating. You have been here all the time in this vicinity ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Kreatrne. You were here yesterday. Is that right? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Keratinc. These two Turgeon boys, are they Democrats? Is 
L. J. Lee a Democrat ? 

Mr. Knutson. Supposed to be. 

Mr. Keatina. They are the ones with whom you first met regarding 
this matter ? 

Mr. Knutson. I didn’t get that question. 

Mr. Kerattne. They are the men with whom you first met at the 
farmhouse ? 


i 


icts 
she 
and 
and 
1 lso 


12, 


rh, 
of 
the 
nst 
i is 
rue 
in- 
ho- 
or 


of 


mn 
th 


ie 


Us 


COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 85 


Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Keatina. It was after that meeting at their farmhouse that 
you wrote the first letter to your wife urging her to come home? 

Mr. Knutson. That’s right. I think it was the following day, 
Monday. 

Mr. Keattne. Did you compose that letter yourself? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, he told me what to write and I wrote it myself 
at home. 

Mr. Keatina. Lee told you what to say ? 

Mr. Knutson. Certain things. 

Mr. Keatrna. You wrote it without assistance from anyone? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Keating. In this case he told you what to say in the letter. 
Is that right ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, he told me certain things what to say. 

Mr. Keatine. Did you show him the letter again before you sent it? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Keattnea. Referring to the typed copy of the press release 
which has been introduced in evidence, do you recall the one I refer 
to, the one you signed ? 

Mr. Knutson. The first release, yes. 

Mr. Keattne. Did you read that before you signed it? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Keatrne. Did you understand what it said in there? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don’t think I really understood what it meant. 

Mr. Kratinc. What time of day did you sign it? 

Mr. Knutson. I can’t remember exactly. I think it was in the 
daytime some time. I can’t remember when. 

Mr. Kratrna. You do read, do you not? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Kerattne. You read this over prior to signing it. Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Keating. You mean you didn’t understand what it said? 

Mr. Knutson. Well, I got a hang of what the letter meant. 

Mr. Keatine. You got the hang of what it meant? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Keating. It was not a letter but a press release / 

Mr. Knutson. A press release. 

Mr. Kratine. Did you understand it was being given to the press? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes, that is what they told me, to give it to the press. 

Mr. Kratine. And the contents of it were clear to you at the time, 
were they not? 

Mr. Knutson. There were certain words in there I didn’t quite 
know the meaning of. 

Mr. Krearine. Did you raise any question about the words that you 
didn’t know the meaning of ? 

Mr. Knurson. No, I didn't. 

Mr. Keating. Where were you when you signed it / 

Mr. Knutson. In the hotel near home. 

Mr. Keatine. In your own hotel ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Kratine. In what room of the hotel ? 
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Mr. Knutson. I was in the kitchen. 

Mr. Keatine. Was it in the daytime / 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Kearine. There was nothing about the situation there at that 
time which would cause you not to understand what you were reading, 
was there ? 

Mr. Knutson. Pardon? 

Mr. Keatine. Was there anything in connection with your condi- 
tion or the condition of the premises which would cause you not to 
understand what you were reading? 

Mr. Knutson. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Davis. Pardon me; he wants to know if you were sober, I think, 

Mr. Knvurson. I get it now; thank you. 

Yes, I was sober. 

Mr. Davis. Pardon me, Senator. 

Mr. Keating. You are very helpful, and you are a mindreader. 

These letters which were mailed from Minnesota, which you say 
were prepared here in Washington, were prepared in Mrs. Knutson’s 
office, were they not ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, they were prepared—some there, some in the 

office, and some in Virginia at the motel. 

Mr. Keatrnc. Were she and her secretary there at the motel? 

Mr. Knutson. Her secretary was. 

Mr. Keatine. That is all I have. 

Mr. Dennison. There were several reasons you issued the press re- 
lease and why you requested Mrs. Knutson to come home. You 
stated : 

Among other reasons is that her executive secretary, Mr. Kjeldahl, who by his 
dictatorial actions and influence on my wife has taken away the relationship 
and affection we enjoyed before. 

Did you ever ask your wife whether or not the allegations con- 
tained in the press release were true ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I did not. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you ask her whether or not they were true 
prior to the time that ye issued the press release ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you ever ask her whether or not they were true. 
at any time after the 1 “ ince of the press release ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Dennison. Did you ever issue a press release or any other pub- 
lic statement denying the truth of the charges contained in the press 
release ? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Dennison. Do you know whether it is a fact that the charges 
contained in the press release are true? 

Mr. Knutson. No, I don’t think they are true. 

Mr. Lone. It was my understanding that you then addressed 
letter to Mr. Trevallion of the National Press Club? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Lone. I further understood you testified you did not receive 
a reply to that letter ? 

Mr. Knutson. That is right. 

Mr. Lone. Was that letter sent registered mail? 
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Mr. Knutson. I don’t think so, I had a return address on it. 

Mr. Lone. You did? 

Mr. Knurson. Yes. 

Mr. Lona. Was the letter ever returned to you? 

Mr. Knutson. No, it was not. 

Mr. Dennison. When was the last time prior to May 4 that Mrs. 
Pace had been home and spent any time at home? 

-- Knurson. After May 1 of this year? 

Mr Dennison. Prior to the date of the press release, dated May 
4, 1958. 

Mr. Knutson. She was in Oklee but she didn’t come home. She 
was in Oklee a few time but didn’t come into the hotel. 

Mr. Dennison. Was she there in 1958 at any time prior to May 4? 

Mr. Knutson. No, she wasn’t. 

Mr. Dennison. When was the last time prior to May 4, 1958, that 
she was in the hotel ? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t see the relevancy of whether or not Mrs. Knutson 
was there prior to May of 1940, 1957, 1956, or 1952. 

Mr. Davis. Lagree. I don’t think it is relevant. 

Mr. Dennison. Counsel indicated there was some evidence that the 
charges contained in the press release were not true. If it is import- 
ant at all in the consideration of this committee it is important that 
we determine whether or not those charges are actually true. 

Mr. Davis. I grant that but still do not see the relev vancy of the 
question. 

Mr. Jonrs. Even if it were shown whether it was true or not, the 
substance of the press release is not involved but it is a question of the 
motivation of the witness to utter what was in the press release. That 
is the theme of the entire petition, whether or not he was under the 
influence of some hostile group and whether conspiracy did exist to 
promote him to make the statements he did on May 4. 

Mr. Dennison. If the charges contained in the press release are 
true it would go to the question of motivation of the issuance of the 
press release. That is quite obvious. 

Mr. O’Nem.. When you sat at the farmhouse of the two brothers 
whose idea was it? Where did the idea stem from to write this 
letter ? 

Mr. Knutson. “Coya Come Home”? 

Mr. O’Netu. Yes. 

Mr. Knutson. Lee was the one who said we had to write a letter 
like that. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Whose idea was it after you had written the letter to 
release it to the press? 

Mr. Knutson. I am sure it was Lee’s idea but we all talked about 
it, that I should release it to the press that Sunday. 

Mr. Kratrinc. You meant the contents of the letter, did you not? 
You wanted her to come home, did you not ? 

Mr. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Kratine. It was your language and not anybody else’s 
language ? 

Mr. Knutson. Pardon ? 

Mr. Keratine. It was your language and not anybody else’s lan- 
guage about asking her to come home? 
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Mr. Knutson. Yes, I wanted my wife home. 

Mr. O’Nertxi. Did you ever sit in with Mr. Nelson to discuss this 
matter ¢ 

Mr. Knutson. The “come home” letter ? 

Mr. O’Net.. Yes. 

Mr. Knurson. No. 

Mr. O’Netwx. What did you discuss with Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. Knutson. The suit filed against Kjeldahl. 

Mr. O’Nemu. Did you receive any remuneration from him? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Did I receive any money / 

Mr. O’Nemw. Yes. 

Mr. Knutson. No; I never did. 

Mr. Davis. Further questions ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Surrey. Might I ask one question / 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Surrey. Did Mr. Lee and Mr. Turgeons oppose your wife in 
the general campaign tu your knowledge / 

Mr. Knutson. I ‘think they did. 

Mr. Surrey. The November 19 letter I offer as petitioner's exhibit 
KK. May that be marked ? 

Mr. Davis. Have you further proof ¢ 

Mr. Surrey. Some documents and I would like to ask Mrs. Knut 
son one question. 

I have no further questions of Mr. Knutson. 

Mr. Davis. It is now 12 o'clock. I think it is fair we recess now, 
because we are interested in advising the country about what we are 
doing. 

We will resume again at 2 o’clock. 

I think it is also fair to say that for the first half hour we should 
be in executive session, that is until 2:30, to discuss some administra 
tive details. 

If there is no objection I would suggest we ask the press not to be 
back until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. Keatitne. Be in executive session for an hour, then / 

Mr. Davis. For an hour, from 2 to 3 

We had a complaint filed only veabia tng with us from Illinois, 
one from Maryland, one from Kansas, and our chief counsel and his 
staff have worked long and diligently. All this business has fallen 
on us in the last few days. 

I think we should have at least an hour to try to dispose of these 
administrative matters and to deal absolutely fairly with this matter. 

I hope you gentlemen of the press will not come back until 3 o'clock 
so that we will have an hour. 

Mr. Keartnc. That sounds good. We want it clear there will be 
no evidence taken but there will be an executive session during that 
hour. 

Mr. Davis. Exactly. 

You have certain items, Mr. Surrey / 

Mr. Surrey. There is some material that Senator Keating men- 
tioned yesterday. He requested we submit it and I would like to 
submit it at this time. 
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Since I will be unable to be here this afternoon at 3 o’clock, Karasik 
will be here. 

I would like to introduce these documents. 

Senator Keating did not ask for this first letter. This is a letter 
on the stationery of the Democratic National Congressional Committee 
signed by Mic hael J. Kirwan, chairman, dated Dec rember 16, reading 
as follows ; 

There were 222 Democratic incumbents running for reelection for Repre- 
sentatives in the House of Representatives throughout the United States in tne 
General election of November 4, 1958. 

2. Of these, there was only one Democratic incumbent, Hon. Coya Knutson, 
of the Ninth District of Minnesota, defeated by a Republican in the election. 

I ask that be introduced as petitioner’s exhibit LL. (See exhibit 
LL, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Surrey. I have a report of the canvassing board, general elec- 
tions, November 4, 1958, compiled by Joseph L. Donovan, secretary 
of state, with a seal of the State of Minnesota, Department of State. 

I, Joseph L. Donovan, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true and correct copy of the official report of 
the State canvassing board, general election, November 4, 1958. 

This will show the returns in the district of Congresswoman Knut- 
son and how she ran compared to the other Democrats in that district. 

It will show, for example, that she ran over 10,000 votes behind the 
Governor and substantially behind Senator McCarthy. 

I believe you asked me to introduce this evidence yesterday. 

I ask it be introduced as petitioner’s exhibit MM. 

Mr. Surrey. That is all at this time. 

Mr. Davis. We will return for open sessions at 3 o'clock, gentlemen 
of the press. The committee will meet at 2. 

Mr. Davis. Mrs. Knutson, will you come around, please? Will you 
proceed with the Congresswoman, Mr. Karasik ? 

Mr. Karasix. Thank you, sir. Before I do, there are one or two 
documents I would like to get in. One is in response to a request by 
a member of the committee yesterday who asked what evidence of 
causation there was between the conspiracy complained of and the 
defeat of Mrs. Knutson. 

At that time Mr. Surrey said that our resources for finding this 
sort of thing were limited, that we suggested a canvass. Since then 
we have searched for something we could introduce. I have here an 
excerpt from Life magazine, I think it was two issues ago. I do not 
have the date. 

In this magazine at pages 34 and 385 there is carried the story, re- 
ferring to this campaign, in which they had a sampling of voters, 
which is described here. The responses of the voters to the questions 
put them by the Life magazine reporter are, we think, relevant in this 
respect 

Mr. Keatine. Counsel, you would not seriously introduce a maga- 
zine article as proof of casual connection, would you ? 

Mr. Karasix. No, sir. It is some evidence. It cannot be proof, of 
course, but we were asked what we had. Since we are not polltakers, 
nor have equipment for it, this was in effect a small poll which may or 
may not be representative. However, it may be of some use to the 
committee in that respect. 
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Sir, may this be marked as ~y uoaans sexhibit NN? 

(See exhibit NN, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Davis. Yes, without objec t ion, so ordered. 

Mr. Keratrne. I am not dispose “1 to objec t, but I would hate to base 
a decision on a magazine article of that kind. 

Mr. Karasrk. Another document I would like to introduce—no, 
I do not wish to introduce it. It has been referred to in the petition 
in main as exliibit F to that petition. It is the Congressional Quar- 
terly for the week ending October 17, 1958, which is Pee ‘ to the 
allegation made in that paragr: aph that the allegations made by Mrs. 
Knutson’s opponent in the campaign were untrue. 

I call that to the committee’s attention. I think it has been sub- 
mitted along with the petition referred to in the petition. 

I have one other document bearing on paragraph 16 of the com- 
plaint in which the complaint alleges that Mr. Nelson i in his official 
capacity in the campaign accused petitioner of paying salaries to 
persons who were not in fact entitled to such salaries on the ground 
such persons were not doing any work for petitioner in her official 
capacity as Congresswoman. 

The document I would like to introduce, without disc ussing’ it be- 
cause it is pretty technical, is a 15-page document prepared by Con- 
gresswoman Knutson’s staff from the books and records of that office, 
demonstrating the falsity of those statements. 

Mr. Keatine. Which statements? 

Mr. Karastk. The statements we allege were made and to which we 
refer, for instance, in exhibit G of the petition in main, you will see 
them referred to in paragraph— 

Mr. Keatrnc. You mean the statement that her decisions were 
influenced ? 

Mr. Karastx. No, sir, this is 16, wherein we introduce an exhibit 
to the effect that she was falsely accused of paying moneys to people 
who did not work for those salaries. 


STATEMENT OF HON. COYA KNUTSON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 


Mr. Karastx. Mrs. Knutson, I show you this 15-page document and 
ask if in fact that was prepared under your general direction by your 
staff on the basis of the official books and records of your office. 

Mrs. Knutson. It was. 

Mr. Karasix. Mr. Chairman, I should like to introduce this as 
petitioner’s exhibit OO. (See exhibit OO, appendix IT.) 

Mr. Davis. Without objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Karastx. Then I have a few short questions to ask Mrs. 
Knutson. 

Mrs. Knutson, you have read the so-called Coya, come home letter, 
which in effect was a press release dated May 4, purportedly written 
by your husband, have you not ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Karastx. That is petitioner’s exhibit A. 

Mr. Kratrna. Excuse me, counsel. Were there not two separate 
things, one the “Coya, come home” letter and the other the press 
release ? 
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Mr. Karastx. Yes, it was the press release which was disseminated. 
I am referring to the press release, exhibit A, the document dated 
May 4. 

Mr. Keatinc. We have developed terminology here. I did not 
want to interfere with that because I do not think we have been c: alling 
that the “Coya, come home” letter. 

Mr. Karastx. There is a good deal of confusion on that, but I think 
the petition relies on the utterance of that document. 

Mrs. Knutson, insofar as that document reflects on your general 
morality or the discharge of the duties of your office or imputes or 
implies to you any wrongdoing whatsoever, is it true or is it false? 

Mrs. Knutson. It is absolutely false. 

Mr. Karasrx. Mrs. Knutson, in your opinion did the dissemination 
of this document and the stories based on it, did it have any effect 
upon the success or failure of your election campaign for the House 
of Representatives ? 

Mrs. Knurson. I certainly think it did affect it. 

Mr. Karastx. How did you think it affected it ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Well, 1 lost the election and I am the only Demo- 
cratic incumbent to lose to a Republican. 

Mr. Karasrx. You think it was chiefly as a result of the stories and 
allegations contained in that document of May 4, our exhibit A ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Absolutely. 

Mr. Karastx. Mrs. Knutson, is there anything else you would like 
to say ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Mr. Chairman, first of all I want to thank the com- 
mittee and you for your very kind consideration. I am very grateful 
for your listening to the facts in this case. I feel that I wanted 
everything out in ‘the open. I wanted the people of the United States 
to know that these things can happen, which we hope will not again. 
Possibly this will be a lesson that such a conspiracy will not be per- 
petrated upon any electorate in the United States. 

As you realize, our resources are limited and we have submitted 
everything we could to you to bring the facts in this conspiracy case 
to defraud the voters of the Ninth District t, and we lay this case before 
you now. 

I sincerely hope that you will continue this investigation and that 
you will see to it that justice is done. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Davis. Thank you. 

Mr. Karastk. I have concluded, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Keatine. Mrs. Knutson, let me preface this by saying there is 
no doubt in my mind—and I am sure I speak for other members of 
the committee—on your testimony with regard to the falsity of these 
allegations. It is entirely acceptable. 

Is it Langen—L-a-n-g-e-n-—who defeated you? 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Keattne. Do you have any evidence of his direct connection 
with the dissemination of this information ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Well, he repeatedly gave and referred to it over 
the television, radio, and in the talks that he gave. I think this 
morning you had a verification also of a newspaper article where he 
said he knew this was coming and he knew it all along. I did not. 

Mr. Keattne. That was about the lawsuit. 
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Mrs. Knutson. That was one of them. 

Mr. Kearinc. Your husband testified he had told a good many 
people he was going to bring such a lawsuit. 

Mrs. Knutson. In my recollection he said that the two witnesses 
that signed it—they were from his hometown of Oklee—and Mr. 
Maurice Nelson, he said, were the only two he had ever talked to 
about it. 

Mr. Keatine. My recollection of the testimony was that there 
were others. However, in these television programs—you saw the 
television programs ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes, sir; I did. It was October 29 where he re- 
ferred to it. 

Mr. Keatinc. What was his reference to it ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Something to the effect that, “Her personal life is 
no concern of mine, but’ ‘then he would come with these other things 
we have presented to you in the charges. I know that may be sub- 
penaed for your committee if you wish. 

Mr. Keatina. The television program ¢ 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes; October 29. 

Mr. Keatine. You do not have a copy of the transcript of the 
television program ? 

Mrs. Knutson. They would not let us have them. We asked for 
them. 

Mr. Keatine. That is all. 

Mr. Lone. What was the name of the committee of which Mr. 
Nelson was the manager? 

Mrs. Knutson. It was called the volunteer committee, and he was 
the volunteer committee chairman. 

Mr. Lone. He was chairman of the volunteer committee for Mr. 
Langen ? 

Mr. Keartne. May I interrupt? All the testimony here has been 
that he was campaign manager for Mr. Langen. 

Mrs. Knutson. I do not think so. I beg to disagree. It is cam- 
paign chairman, not manager—chairman. 

Mr. Kratinc. Then all through the testimony where it has re- 
ferred to him as campaign manager it should be campaign chairman ? 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes. 

Mr. Keratina. It seemed curious to me that your husband, even 
after election day, was not aware of the fact he had been the cam- 
paign manager. It seems unusual. 

Mrs. Knutson. That is what he said. 

Mr. Lona. This was a volunteer committee separate and apart 
from the regular political organization of Mr. Langen or, say, the Re- 
publicans that were supporting Mr. Langen ? 

Mrs. Knutson. That I would not know. I do not remember the 
names of the others who were on it. They are sort of a citizens’ 
committee, I presume you would call them. But he had a campaign 
manager, his name was given this morning, David Stenseth. Then 
he had a coordinator. I do not know, there were different cate- 
gories, but they all worked together, I understand. 

Mr. Lone. Do you know of any other committees active on behalf 
of Mr. Langen ? 





hy 


[r. 


to 


re 
he 


COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 93 


Mrs. Knutson. They had the usual groups of women for Mr. 
Langen and farmers for Mr. Langen. I saw those two in the paper. 

Mr. Lone. Do you have any further evidence of the relationship 
between Mr. Langen and Mr. Nelson in Mr. Nelson’s activities as 
chairman of the volunteer committee other than the newspaper 
clippings which were referred to and the fact that he did publicly 
state that he had knowledge of the bringing of the suit for alienation 
of affections and slander ? 

Mrs. Knutson. I have no specific knowledge in writing, but Mr. 
Maurice Nelson was the Republican county chairman at one time; 
and, of course, Mr. Langen behouped to the same party. They did 
have an organization in the Ninth District, and that is all I would 
know. 

Mr. Lona. Did they live in the same town, the same community? 

Mrs. Knutson. No, they live about 100 miles apart, I would say. 

Mr. Lone. Was it publicly known in the district at the time that 
Mr. Nelson was the campaign chairman of the volunteer committee ! 

Mrs. Knutson. Yes, it was known. 

Mr. Lone. Your husband testified this morning that it was subse- 
quent to the general election of November 4 before he knew of that 
fact, and yet Mr. Nelson was at this time your husband’s attorney ? 

Mrs. Knutson. He had been for several years, yes, but as he said 
all he knew was that he was Republican, and I wouldn't be able 
to shed any light on that unless the manager and chairman had 
different meanings to him. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Long. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Davis. Further questions ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Davis. Any other witnesses ? 

Mr. Karasik. That concludes our presentation, sir. 

Mr. Davis. I think it is a fair statement to make that the com- 
mittee has reached no definite conclusions on many matters, con- 
cerning Illinois, Maryland, Minnesota, Kentucky, Arkansas, but 
that we will meet again at 10 o'clock tomorrow morning. The first 
half hour will be in executive session. 

Mr. Keatine. Perhaps some of the members of the press corps 
would like to volunteer to try to reinstate the good name of the 
National Press Club. 

Mr. Davis. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. The first half hour of tomorrow’s meeting will be in 
executive session. Then we will open the meeting up at 10:30 for 
whatever further open hearings we think are justified. 

Thank you very much for your patience. 

Mrs. Knutson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 3:45 p. m., the hearing was adjourned to Wednes- 
day, Daceber 17, 1958, at 10 a.m.) 
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EXHIBIT 1 
Appenpix I. Exnisits, Firry ConGressionaL Distrricr ofr ARKANSAS 


EXHIBIT 1 





EXHIBIT 2 


Act 30, passed 1891 (Ark. Stats. (1947) sec. 3-1415), provides in pertinent 
art: 
' “No officer of election shall do any electioneering on election day. No person 
whomsoever shall do any electioneering in any polling room, or within one hun- 
dred (100) feet of any polling room on election day. * * * Any violation of this 
act shall be deemed a felony and, on conviction, shall be punished by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary not less than one (1) year or more than three (3) 
years.”’ 


ExHIsIT 3 


REGISTER OF VOTERS, ELECTION OF NOVEMBER 4, 1958, PULASKI CoUNTY, ARK. 
(Filed in committee’s file and not reproduced because of bulk.) 


ExuHisit 4 


County For Hays For Alford | Total, Total, | Difference 
| | Congress | Governor 


pro 





| 
came —_ ES aomennngsiiinainnbiinian 
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| | 
Conway. a a 3,042 | 774 3, 816 | 3, 657 4% 
Faulkner 2, 694 | 2, 307 | 5, 001 4, 739 | 5% 
Perry... 484 728 | 1, 212 | 1, 137 | 6% 
Pope. ... . 2, 297 | 1, 678 3, 925 | 3, 786 | 5% 
Pulaski. ___ 18, 504 | 24, 026 42, 530 | 38, 589 | 11% 
Yell. - ; ; : 2, 462 1, 226 | 3, 688 | 3, 680 | ‘ 
29,483 | 30,739 |............ rs ck, Ae Racca 

Difference. f 1, 256 | | 
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EXHIBIT 5 
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ExHIsitT 6 


CLAUDE CARPENTER, JR., Finance Chairman 
P.O. Box 2353, Little Rock 


ARKANSAS DEMOCRATIC STATE COM MITTEE. 
Little Rock, Arkansas, November 20, 1958. 


To: All School Superintendents and/or Principals. 
From : Claude Carpenter, Jr. 
Subject : Democratic Party Fund Drive. 

As educators, I am sure that you are familiar with the American Heritage 
Foundation and National Advertising Council program that has been projected 
nationally to educate the American people that we have a two-party political 
system of government. 

Since we have been told that it is our duty to vote for and contribute to a 
political party of our choice, we should take advantage of the educational pro- 
gram by contacting the members of our own party—the Democratic Party—for 
small contributions that will enable us to carry on a wholesome party organiza- 
tion and party activity, 

In Arkansix, the school teachers, through action taken by Governor Faubus 
and the State Legislature, received a well-deserved salary increase in 1957. 
Through the lendership of the Governor, thix increase was maintained by a vote 
of the people on November 4, 1958. If we are members of the Democratic Party, 
it would perhaps be wise for us to show our appreciation of the type of govern- 
ment that we have, and too, we might show the titular head of the Democratic 
Party in the State of Arkansas, the Governor, that we appreciate the things he 
haw done for us by contributing an average of $5.00 to this fund drive that he has 
taken such an active interest in organizing and giving leadership to in Arkansas. 

We sare contacting each County School Supervisor in the state and asking that 
he, in turn, contact you, the school Superintendent. It could be that your County 
School Supervisor ix of a political faith and holds political allegiance to a party 
different. from the Democratic Party. If that is the case, we are going to ask 
that you, if you are a Democrat, contact the teachers in your own particular 
sehool and give them the privilege of contributing $5.00 to the Democratic Party. 
We would alse like a complete record of these contributions so that a letter of 
appreciation can be written to each individual donor. 

Vienxe do this job as early as possible so that we can make our reports, close 
our books, and get back to our business. My address is on the envelope and 
letterhead, 


ExHIpit No. 7 


REPORT OF SERVICE BUREAU CORPORATION 


(Filed in committee’s permanent files and not reproduced because 
of bulk.) 


ExHIBIT 8 
Dr. DALE ALForD, Fripay, OcTonerR 31, 1958, 8: 00-8: 30 P. mM. 


Good Evening, Ladies and Gentlemen: May I take this opportunity of ex- 
pressing my sincere appreciation to each and every one of you for the innumera- 
ble letters and telephone calls that are pouring into our headquarters from all 
over the Fifth Congressional District, and even moral encouragement from the 
many outside the district, following the opening address of our campaign on 
Wednesday evening. Your expressions of confidence are gratifying and the re- 
ports we are receiving assure us a victory and are nothing but glowing. but 
we shall not rest on any laurels. We must continue to fight for those principles 
of Democracy in which we believe. We must continue to fight, but may I re 
peat, we do deeply appreciate your interest, and although we cannot personally 
answer each of your calls or letters, please forgive us as the time is fleeting 
and there is much work to be done. 

The more engrossed I become in the issues of this campaign, the more dedi- 
cated I hecome to the cause I espouse. The intrigue that is among us to divide 
and conquer cannot succeed so long as all of us continue our focus upon the 
real issue of this campaign—to unify all citizens once again in the faith of tra- 
ditional Americanism as laid down by our founding fathers. 
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Tonight you listened to my opponent who in his desperation sought to mis- 
lead you to the point of believing that I voted for the so-called Little Rock 
School Integration Plan. Ladies and gentlemen, nothing could be more ridicnu- 
lous. I became a member of the Little Rock School Board in April 1955. My 
desperate opponent knows that this was one full year after the plan had been 
adopted by the board and was underway. I never voted for the plan, and the 
people of Little Rock and this district know that even if the desperate candi- 
date for Congress does not know it, they certainly do know it. He further 
attempted to mislead you by saying to you that I missed 18 school board 
meetings in 3% or nearly 4 years. The desperate candidate should have also 
told you that many meetings of the board were held without notice to me 
because the other members preferred my absence. I have made the attack 
from this issue of the campaign, and I will never retreat. To more clearly 
state my position relative to this campaign, I think it would be well to 
let all my friends clearly understand that this is a battle which of necessity 
must be carried to the halls of Congress and all over this Nation for years to 
come. If only you people can be aroused to the seriousness of the dilemma 
in which we find ourselves, then our efforts will not have been in vain; how- 
ever, if what we are led to believe is any indication, then I am confident that 
the citizens of this district are aroused and determined that the sinister march 
of socialism will be met head-on and that we shall no longer attempt to go 
around the enemy while he infiltrates through the doctrine of moderation every 
phase of our life here at home. 

The question has been asked as to why I am running as a write-in candidate at 
this late date. There is no quarrel with anyone that our 8-term Congressman 
was the Democratic nominee as a result of the election held in the last Demo- 
cratic primary. Now here is the crux of this present unusual situation and one 
of the reasons for this campaign. I maintain that your Congressman has 
deviated from the Democratic Party of Arkansas and no longer is a true repre- 
sentative of the majority of the Democrats of this State. 

- Since the Democratic Primary in July, we have had several rulings or decrees 
handed down to this District from the federal courts including the Warren- 
dominated Supreme Court meeting in most extraordinary sessions completely 
without precedent in the procedures used in completely digressing from the usual 
procedure of the federal judiciary. The Supreme Court in each instance fol- 
lowing along the line laid out for them by the chief attorney of the NAACP. The 
United States Supreme Court refused to uphold the wise and just decision of 
such an imminent and outstanding jurist as Federal Judge Harry J. Lemley 
in his order postponing the day of forced integration upon a community that has 
for nearly a whole year been the target of the most unjust propaganda on an 
issue over which the people of the community had had absolutely no control. We 
are all familiar with the efficiency and rapidity with which the 8th Circuit Court 
of appeals enjoined practically everyone in Little Rock to prevent the opening 
of schools by the Little Rock Private School Corporation. At this point, I think 
it is quite appropriate to quote from the Arkansas Democrat the column by 
Karr Shannon in “Run of the News,” quote “Governor Faubus’ private school 
proposal was legal.” I repeat, “Governor Faubus’ private school proposal was 
legal.” 

On the night before the September election in which the people of the Little 
Rock School District were privileged to vote for or against integrated schools, 
Governor Faubus assured the electorate in a TV address that they could safely 
vote to keep the schools at Central, Hall, and Horace Mann closed because he 
had a sound legal plan to lease the school buildings to private concerns and re- 
open with state financial support on a segregated basis. The plan failed to pan 
out according to promise, and as a consequence, the Governor is being severely 
criticized by a minority group, but the Governor is blameless. At the time he 
outlined his plan, it was legal in every respect. The Warren-Murdall Court 
had never ruled to the contrary on any phase of the Faubus lease-lend plan, 
and I continue to quote from the columnist and the 10th Amendment, ‘The 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited 
by it to the states, are reserved to the states respectively or to the people” 
was still hanging by a thread. The election was held, you will recall, on Sep- 
tember 27. The vote was overwhelming for keeping the schools closed rather 
than reopening them on an integrated basis, and then two days later, the Warren- 
Murdahl Court came forth with its final ruling on the case in which the Little 
Rock School Board argued on September 11 for a two and one-half year delay 
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in integration. In this ruling, the Court actually decided in advance a case not 
yet brought before it and it was being contested in a lower court at the time.” 
The distinguished columnist goes on to say, “Although some of the self-appraised 
moderates are still advocating it, there is absolutely no hope for settling the 
integration controversy in the court. There is no hope, period.” 

During this whole period of time, your Congressman from this district in 
which this usurpation of rights of sincere, law-abiding citizens has been 
and is taking place, I repeat, during this period of time, your Congressman has 
not at any time spoken in behalf of the people of Arkansas. I repeat that 
statement—during this period of time, your Congressman has not at any 
time spoken out in behalf of the people of Arkansas, and he asks why he has 
opposition stemming from the voice of the people after he had the nomination 
secure in his hands. 

More recently, the titular head of the Democratic Party, Paul Butler, has said 
that Arkansas should be ruled out of the party because of the stand that 
Governor Faubus has taken in integration. I am not a Paul Butler Democrat. 
Neither am I a moderate Democrat. I am an Arkansas Democrat. As an 
Arkansas Democrat and loyal to the Democratic Party of Arkansas, I cannot 
understand why your present Congressman has not spoken out in support of 
Governor Faubus’ position throughout the Little Rock incident. I assure you 
that when I am your Congressman, I will raise my voice on every occasion in 
every forum in support of the position taken by the Governor and the ex- 
pressed will of a vast majority of the people of the Fifth Congressional District 
of Arkansas in this issue. 

I pledge you that no paratroop division will ever invade this district, and hold 
our people at bayonet point as long as Dale Alford is in Congress, and further- 
more, I pledge to all Members of Congress that Federal troops will not invade 
their district unless so requested by them. I ask the people of this district, 
humbly and with malice toward none, Has your Congressman stood up and 
spoken out to defend us? No, he has not. He has been leaving the State making 
speeches in many different places and stating that he believes in moderation 
after every kind of an insult in a governmental way that a sovereign people 
could have and after every kind of undignified and unwarranted attack by 
leaders of the national party against the leaders of our State party, without so 
much as a feeble rebuttal by our Congressman. I maintain that he no longer 
merits the support of our people to represent the Democratic people of this 
district. 

Ladies and gentlemen, the fact of the matter is that undoubtedly your Con- 
gressman has been away from Arkansas so long and is so widely traveled that 
he no longer has the pulse or feeling of the hearts and minds of the citizens 
of this district. I have in my possession a letter from a citizen of the State of 
California with the affadavit attached from which I would like to quote. 
Time does not permit, obviously, to read all of the letter which would be most 
informative. This statement, this letter, was made after this man heard your 
Congressman speak at Mills College in California. I shall only quote a few words 
from this documented letter and I quote, and he says: “I had expected a 
spokesman for the southern cause. Instead, Hays proved himself a_ timid, 
weak apologist at a time when the South so dearly needs men of strength. 
There was Hays preaching gradual integration.” I repeat this statement with 
a sworn affidavit from the gentleman from California: “I had expected a spokes- 
man for the southern cause. Instead Hays proved himself a timid, weak apolo- 
gist at a time when the South so dearly needs men of strength. There was Hays 
preaching gradual integration.” 

There were five great movements which ushered in the birth of our Nation. 
First, the First Continental Congress which sent to the British King our Decla- 
ration of Rights. Its president was Peyton Randolph. Secondly, the agitation 
for aggressive resistance by its leader, Patrick Henry. Third, the Declaration 
of Independence authored by that great Democrat, Thomas Jefferson. Fourth, 
the war of the American Revolution led by Gen, George Washington, and fifth, 
the adoption of the Constitution with James Madison recognized as the father 
of the Constitution. Does it signify anything to you that these first great men, 
Randolph, Henry, Jefferson, Washington, and Madison, were southerners as 
you and I who simply had the courage to stand up and resist the oppressor. As 
your Congressman, I would be proud of the fact that I am a southerner. As 
your Congressman, I will never be ashamed to speak out in your behalf and 
to present your views in the manner you deserve. That is why I am in this 
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race tonight. We can no longer ill afford to have someone representing us in 
Congress who is apologetic or ashamed to stand up and speak out and represent 
us firmly and with sincere convictions. Now is the time for that kind of rep- 
resentative from this district. Two more years of compromising surrender 
may be too late to properly present our views, not only to other Members in 
Congress, but to the rest of the people of the Nation. How can a Congressman 
expect his colleagues from other sections of the country to even listen to the 
plea that comes from his people when he compromises the issue himself. I 
sincerely wish that this had not been the case, but the evidence is here and 
now and not 2 years from now is the time for action. 

Then the obvious question arises as to what I will do that your present 
Congressman has not done. I have given definite evidence of that in my opening 
address in this campaign, but there are a few additional points other than the 
main issue. For one thing, you will always know where I stand. I will always 
be outspoken. I will take a positive position on all measures that have an effect 
on my district. The people of Arkansas and their problems will be foremost 
in my mind and not the problems of the Far East or the Far West or of outer 
space. The homefront is now our most urgent problem. That is why there is 
another candidate in the Democratic race tonight. Not only are our churches 
and schools being submitted to this unrelenting barrage of propaganda from 
the liberal radicals, but our great labor movements as well. However, we can 
be thankful indeed for that large majority of laboring people who are fighting 
day and night to throw off the plague of the labor leaders who are being brought 
out in the open by honest and sincere working men and women as demon- 
strated so well in the investigating committee headed by that positive and 
courageous man, Senator McClellan, of Arkansas. I have always been and will 
continue to be for organized labor and for the right of laboring people to col- 
lective bargaining, just as I will fight petty party machine politicians, I will 
fight the individual who makes a racket out of preying on the working people 
who have no way to defend themselves. 

My platform, as I have already indicated, will include a policy of constantly 
working to curtail our skyrocketing income taxes which are destroying the very 
incentive that made the laboring man and the professional man and the business- 
man work unceasingly to better themselves and in so doing make America the 
great leader in all fields of endeavor which she was at the close of World War IT. 
Only yesterday a national leader speaking before the Arkansas State Chamber 
of Commerce called attention to the fact that the Nation’s confiscatory tax 
structure has reached the point of diminishing returns. He stated further that 
the Nation now was faced with the necessity for paying the way of a modern 
complex government without damaging the economy upon which our people and 
that Government depend for support. ‘The Nation is accomplishing neither at 
present,” he said. “We are not fully supporting our Government through 
taxation. We are, on the contrary, in the process of incurring a $12 billion 
deficit this fiscal year. Yet, even while it fails to raise sufficient revenue, our 
tax system is damaging our economy.” 

As your Congressman, I will actively support in every way possible the 
progress of the Arkansas Industrial Development Commission to secure new 
industries and to promote the public relations program of the AIDC that has 
been so very active in our great State. Furthermore, I will take immediate 
positive steps. Furthermore, I wish to stress this, I will take immediate positive 
steps to accelerate the progress of the development of the Arkansas River 
Valley. I contend that immediate action is needed in this sphere. There is 
opinion in reliable circles that the program is definitely lagging in this district 
and I will make that a part of my platform, to secure for us as quickly as 
possible the benefits that will result from the development of the Arkansas 
River Valley. 

Ladies and gentlemen, the efforts that have transpired in this district since 
my opening address the other evening. have convinced me more than ever of the 
need for the people to be represented, to be truly represented. I want to make 
it erystal clear at this time that I will not be controlled or dominated by 
machine politics or politicians in this Fifth Congressional District, nor will I 
ever hide behind a party label to cover my activities in circumventing the 
expressed will of a vast majority of the people of this district. I will make no 
deals with anyone except a deal that supports honesty of purpose and sincerity 
in the active support of the ideals of true Americanism in this hour of crisis 
that confronts us. 
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One of the reasons I chose Claude Carpenter, Jr., formerly affiliated with the 
administration of Governor Faubus, for my campaign manager, was his fine and 
forthright record as past State commander of the American Legion, a distin- 
guished organization of which I am proud to be a member and also proud to be 
a member of the Disabled American Veterans. I understand their problems and 
I am proud that Claude Carpenter can be with me in this campaign to speak out 
for American ideals that are proposed by the American Legion and not out to 
compromise them. 

We, as a people, have not been sufficiently articulate and forceful in expressing 
pride in our traditions and ideals. In our homes and schools, we need to learn 
how to let freedom ring. In all the civilized world, there is no story which 
compares with America’s effort to become free and to incorporate freedom in our 
institutions. That is the Little Rock story today. We want to be free as an 
independent state. We need to speak out for that story. Do not be deceived 
by any subterfuge. Your desperate Congressman should have been speaking 
out with as much vigor in the Halls of Congress. I am not afraid and will 
continue to speak out and stand up for that which I believe. 

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 





EXHIBIT 9 


ALFORD—MONDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1958 


Ladies and gentlemen, 10 days ago I was debating on whether or not to 
enter this race as a writein Democratic candidate for Congress from this 
Fifth Congressional District. This district and our State faces the main issue 
before us today, that we carry the insult of having been invaded and occupied 
illegally by Federal troops. Our schools have been invaded and occupied 
Our schoolchildren attempted to study with bayonets at their backs. Our 
homes have been invaded by Federal agents. The head of our sovereign State 
and most of the school employees and officials of the Little Rock schools have 
been served with Federal injunctions ordering that they refrain from all action 
to operate their schools. Our State-owned school buildings have been closed and 
taken over by the Federal Government. A fear compaign has been launched. 
Our citizens are afraid to speak out and know no legal way to take any action 
against their oppressors. The NAACP and the Warren-Myrdal Supreme Court 
and the integration plan are forced upon us. 

We have had an election in accordance with our democratic way of life and 
we voted overwhelmingly for segregation. But our wishes and desires have 
been ignored. We have tried to handle our situation in a lawful manner but 
all attempts of our local citizens and our Governor to open and maintain schools 
for the education of our children have been thwarted at every turn. Laws have 
been changed in the last few weeks and made retroactive by the Federal courts. 
Our citizens have literally held their breath in anticipation of the outcome of 
each court decision, hoping and praying for some assistance from our present 
dilemma. As I debated this campaign I realized that everyone knew how I 
stood on the main issue before us today. I had consistently and publicly voted 
and spoken out against integration in our public schools. 

I had been one of the first to come to the aid of our brave Governor in 
protest of the insulting invasion by Federal troops of our quiet and peaceful 
community. I have felt keenly the stings and the hurts of these insults thrust 
upon our good State of Arkansas. Into the privacy of my living room, Federal 
agents have brought legal papers to enjoin any action that I might take. My 
children have cried out, “Can this happen in America?’ I asked myself “Is 
it so wrong to love my country, State, city, my way of life?’ Today our 
schools have been closed, but our citizens expected our Congressman to protest. 
Doesn’t a U.S. Congressman have congressional immunity? But we waited in 
vain. He has not raised his voice in protest. For you see, he is a “Moderate.” 
He felt assured and secure in his position and was silent. He has done nothing 
to ease the present situation. 

But while our Congressman was silent, I knew Roy Wilkins was planning a 
big NAACP meeting here in Little Rock. He had never spoken out clearly on 
the issues until recently when he, being confident of Democratic nomination, 
revealed his true position. Thus, I realized the enemies of our way of life 
were becoming bold and sure of themselves. I realized also that 2 years from 
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now might be too late. “The case of the sleeping people” would be written. 
Because of petitions and calls from the people of this district requesting me to 
enter this race. I knew it was time for action. I knew it was time for the 
people and the voters of this district to protest our present Conrgessman’s 
“moderate integration” position. 

“Today Alford said: ‘I feel that in the public interest I should make my posi- 
tion known relative to the statement purportedly issued by the Little Rock 
School Board which appeared in the press on Wednesday. I was not con- 
tacted by the president of the board, about a statement until Tuesday night 
and was never advised of the details of the contents. In this telephone con- 
versation I told the president that I was opposed to any statement by the 
board as it was my opinion that it was not in the best interests of the school- 
children * * * After reading the full statement as printed in the newspapers, 
I do not agree with all of the impressions left by it.’ You see, by this time, 
and long before, I was well aware of the devious methods that were being 
use to implicate me not only to support the integration policy but to draw me 
into a position of opposing Governor Faubus’ program to preserve segregation 
within our public schools. I was then and am now under a court injunction 
as a member of the Little Rock School Board to integrate the schools. I am 
opposed to forced integration. 

All I have left as a member of the school board is my freedom of speech and 
I will continue to maintain my right to speak out positively on all the issues 
for when the day comes in this congressional district or any other place in 
America that freedom of speech is curtailed, then freedom in America will be 
gone and we will in fact be under a dictatorship. That is what I am fighting 
today—dictatorship. I am fighting for the right as citizens to govern ourselves 
and for preservation of the principle of the rule of the majority. When I am 
your Congressman, I will not only take a positive stand on the school crtsis 
but will speak out clearly on all issues. The dictatorial powers of the Supreme 
Court must be curtailed. I have stated my position clearly against the meth- 
ods used by the left-wing Court: after the Supreme Court’s unprecedented ex- 
traordinary sessions completely overruling the Lemley decision, my statement 
appeared in both the local daily papers as follows: 

“It is a tragic decision. In my opinion the Kremlin could not have been more 
successful in creating a mass agitation than this unrealistic decision. This kind 
of opinionated reasoning exploits all the grievances, hopes, aspirations, preju- 
dices, fears, and ideals of all the special groups that make up our society. It 
sets one against the other. That’s the way to soften up a democracy. It is a 
radical approach to an age-old social problem and completely ignores the will of 
the majority of the people. May I ask, Is this a democracy?’ And so I con- 
cluded my self-debate; although I might sacrifice material gains, and my life’s 
chosen profession, I decided I would announce my candidacy. 

Immediately, the opposition began trying to throw a smokescreen and confuse 
the issue in this race. 

If this campaign will change one individual only that is dedicated to the 
socialistic doctrine of one-world-ism it will be worth every bit of our time and 
our energy and our money. Thousands of Americans are awaking to the fact 
that sincere people in our churches are being used to channel perverse doctrines 
that infiltrate church literature. I have in my possession a pamphlet that calls 
upon its church members to preach the “aims and achievements of (the) 
NAACP.” Recently a distinguished former Governor of our State called atten- 
tion to a church meeting which was held for this sole purpose of discussing the 
integration problem. And more recently than this meeting, an interracial meet- 
ing was held on Mount Magazine under the smokescreen misrepresentation of 
Christian educators of institutions of higher learning. We have legal proof of the 
atheistic doctrine that was attempted, but we are thankful for loyal American 
teachers who recognize this Red subterfuge to organize the left-wing element in 
our State and had the courage to speak out and let the proper authorities know 
what is happening here in Arkansas—not across the seas in some far-off land. 

I repeat that the left-wing element of this country has chosen Arkansas as 
its battleground and along with you loyal Arkansans we will strike at this 
menace that appears in so many guises. All of us who are leaders in our 
churches and our schools must speak ont positively against this atheistic teach- 
ing that is being spoonfed to us so that it will be palatable, if you please, but 
when we see what it is in its true perspective we must all rally to the fight lest 
our heritage is completely torn asunder first by cunning and conniving char- 
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acters who are malicious in their intent and secondly the sincere, well meaning 
person as our Congressman who unknowingly, I am sure, preaches compromise 
and therefore surrenders to these forces through his doctrine of so-called mod- 
eration which he states has not had a forum but which he preaches at home as 
well as abroad when we know it means eventual integration and submission to 
the enemy that would destroy us. 

My position is perfectly clear in this matter. I am a segregationist. Ask your 
Congressman his position. He has never made such a statement. He dodges the 
issue on every level. He straddles the fence. He can make a round room out of 
a perfectly square room. Let him stand up and speak out. I had hoped to carry 
out this campaign on a level befitting a Congressman without going into the 
details of the Little Rock school integration crisis. But since this could happen, 
if we do not wake up, to any school district in Arkansas, I shall call attention 
to some pertinent points without belaboring the issue. The now infamous black 
Monday or red Monday decision of the Warren-Myrdal court was May 17, 1954, 
almost a whole year before I became a member of the Little Rock School Board, 
and remember my friends supported me knowing I was a segregationist who de- 
sired to approach such an inflammatory issue sanely and intelligently, recog- 
nizing that hasty action in such a matter would prove disastrous. 

Let us quote from an article in the New York Times which obviously obtained 
its information from someone in or close to the school board: “Only Dr. Cooper 
and Mr. Lile were members on the board in 1955 when the board formulated the 
plan for gradual desegregation. It has announced that the board would under- 
take to comply with the Supreme Court’s decision only 5 days after the ruling 
was handed down in 1954.” An outstanding citizen of this community, a former 
member of the school board, past president of the Little Rock Chamber of 
Commerce, past president of the Kiwanis Club, past president of the Little Rock 
Boys’ Club, has the same convictions you and I maintain in this issue. I quote 
from a letter signed by Mr. Foster Vineyard dated November 1, 1958: 

“My term on the school board was expiring in spring 1955, and I did not ask 
for reelection. I no longer had children in the Little Rock schools. Secondly, I 
would have been a frustrated minority member of a group that had an admin- 
istrative officer determined upon a plan of integration, with a majority of board 
members agreeing with his ideas. You came in when I went out, so I know 
what faced you when you went on the school board. Anyone who says or infers 
that you, by your vote on a school board action, were responsible for the start 
of the Little Rock integration plan, is either mistaken in his facts or seeks to be 
misleading.” Signed: Foster Vineyard. Time does not permit listing all the 
details, but a few newspaper quotes are pertinent. From the Arkansas Demo- 
crat, August 1957: “One Little Rock School Board member believes that to pre- 
serve the domestic tranquility * * * and our great public school system, inte- 
gration in Central High School should be delayed. Dr. Dale Alford made the 
statement at the board meeting last night * * *.” 

The statement goes on to say: “I have always believed that segregation in 
our elementary and secondary schools was far better for the Negro and white 
children in this section of our country. My belief in this matter is still the 
same.” End of quote taken from an open public board meeting. My belief is 
still the same in this matter. Ask your Congressman, where is his stand? 

From the Arkansas Democrat, May 8, 1958, an article made a reference as 
follows: “* * * Alford, the only member of the board who has publicly sup- 
ported segregation in an open meeting * * *.” From the Arkansas Democrat, 
June 19, 1958: 

“Dr. Dale Alford * * * declared today that he was not in favor of the Little 
Rock School Board issuing a statement in reply to an account of preintegration 
events surrounding Central High School by Governor Faubus in a copyrighted 
interview in U.S. News & World Report. He said that he did not know the 
contents of the statement until it appeared in the press. * * * All except Dr. 
Alford favored issuing a statement.” 

The reason I had dropped the title of my medical degree in running for 
Congress was to definitely not involve my medical colleagues. However, I note 
in today’s paper that 53 doctors of the Fifth Congressional District have taken 
a stand for my opponents. Fifty-three doctors out of a total of 670 physicians 
and dentists of the fifth district is not a very impressive percentage. However, 
I certainly do uphold the right of anyone to register his opinion. I am sorry 
these 53 out of the 670 doctors cannot see fit to endorse my fight against in- 
tegration and against the advance of socialism in our way of life. For several 
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years I was chairman of the State committee on public relations of the Arkansas 
Medical Society. During this time I had a chance to view with alarm the 
socialistic trends within our Federal Government. As a part of my platform, I 
pledge to all my medical and dental colleagues and all other members of the 
healing arts that I will constantly fight to stem the tide against the advance of 
socialized medicine and dentistry. 

Your Congressman bases a portion of his campaign on his seniority on com- 
mittees within the Congress, his Democratic seniority, if you please. It is 
granted that he does have seniority on the Committee for Foreign Affairs and I 
have been told by reliable sources that he has requested membership on the 
Committee for Outer Space. Now, I agree that this latter committee might well 
fit in with his policy relating to the folks at home for that is just about the 
degree of interest in the crucial issue that confronts us that we have received 
from your Congressman. Now, your Congressman will continue to benefit from 
his seniority after he has retired. Did you know that when your present Con- 
gressman retires at the end of this year he will receive $8,000 per year for the 
rest of his life? It is my belief that he will be able to retire on this amount, 
$8,000 a year for life. 

Your Congressman now is carrying the label of the national Democratic 
Party. Some of the party politicians are against me, surely not on the issues, 
but because their loyalty to a national political party is apparently greater 
than the issues championed by their own people. The people are the ones who 
are running me in this campaign for Congress and they are the ones who will 
have my loyalty—the people. It is high time our elected officials start speak- 
ing out for the desires and wishes of their people at home and taking care 
of the home problems. No, I am not a party politician, although I am a 
Democrat. But I am not a Paul Butler Democrat and will not for a moment 
consider myself in this category. I am an Arkansas Democrat. Is my opponent 
afraid to say that he is an Arkansas Democrat? But there seems to be con- 
fusion in the Congressman’s own mind as to what kind of a Democrat he 
really is. 

Once again he is straddling the fence for he is now stating in this campaign 
that he is loyal to the national Democratic Party and for that reason alone 
everyone should continue to support his do-nothing tenure in office. I have in 
my possession a letter from the Congressman to a physician, a doctor, in this 
Congressional District dated May 1949, in answer to a letter in which the physi- 
cian criticized the voting record of your Congressman. I quote in part from 
this letter: From the Congressman to his constituent : 

“Your last paragraph is rather gratuitous, and, frankly, I do not appreciate 
the reference to my democracy. It is your privilege and duty, of course, to 
pass upon my record and I expect to be judged by it. Jf it is unfavorable, I 
certainly cannot complain about that but I am here, not as a Democrat pri- 
marily, but as an individual crercising my independent judgment, so please 
do not use this criterion.” 

Now let us examine this statement further. As our Congressman states it: 
“But I am here not as a Democrat primarily * * *” and yet in the past several 
hours we have heard so much about your Congressman being a Democrat. Is 
it possible for your Congressman to take a firm stand on anything? T leave 
the answer with you. 

Those of us who believe in States rights are loyal to the United States of 
America, but we believe in the constitutional right to manage our own local 
affairs. If centralized government takes one privilege away at one time and 
then takes another away at another point for several years and suddenly strikes 
with lightning-like rapidity at social practices which have been present since 
the birth of this Nation, shouldn’t we become concerned? Is not this the method 
that has been used by the dictators of the world couching their excuse for 
seizing a city or province under the guise of enforcing the law? To trample 
a sovereign State under the hobnailed boots of highest trained combat para- 
troop division is an encroachment of States rights and American rights which 
I will raise my voice against as your Congressman. IT will defend our southern 
traditions and southern heritage. I will never be apologetic for the people of my 
district and for their customs, so long as I am your Congressman. And IT won't 
sidestep the issue. 

I repeat that although my voice may be a small one in the Halls of Congress 
that I will not sit idly or apologetically by and see my people be forced to sur- 
render to the Warren-dominated Supreme Court and to the leftwing, psendo- 
intellectuals of this country. The usurpation of power by the present Supreme 
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Court is the biggest issue confronting America today. I have given you my 
views. I will stand up and speak out for limiting their illegal powers. I will 
sponsor legislation to insure the freedoms of the citizens of Arkansas. My 
platform will include laws curtailing the illegal usurpation of power by the 
U.S. Supreme Court, maintaining a constant vigil in Congress for legislation 
eunningly designed to destroy our States rights; constantly staying on guard 
to stem the tide of socialism in America ; seeking measures to promote the wel- 
fare of our people here at home before playing “giveaway” to the world; and 
joining with others in promoting legislation to properly control our tax struc- 
tures and extravagant Government spending. 

But that is not all there is to the seniority of the Committee of Foreign Af- 
fairs and outer space, for in today’s press we are informed that your Congress- 
man’s old crony, Paul Butier of the national Democratic Party, makes the 
statement that an attempt might be made to strip southern Congressmen of their 
positions on key congressional committees if the national Democratic Party 
should attempt to form a strong civil rights plank in the national party’s 
platform. And your Congressman still is loyal to the national party label when 
there are rumors in the press that that same party would destroy his com- 
mittee post. Ask your Congressman what is the price of this party label? I 
will never be controlled by any machine politicians. As for me I shall never turn 
my back on the Arkansas State Democratic Party so long that they represent 
the views and wishes of the majority of the people of my district regardless of 
the pressure from a national group which has no sympathy and no understand- 
ing of our proven southern way of life and who would seek to destroy us while 
using our votes for national elections but otherwise casting us aside. I will 
not sidestep the issue. I will support the Arkansas party and its elected 
representative, the Governor of our State. 

A strong plank in my platform is for the maintenance of States’ rights. The 
powers given the United States, such as raising an Army, coining money, col- 
lecting taxes, regulating commerce, admitting new citizens. It was clearly 
understood that the powers given the United States were those necessary to 
protect all the States from interference by foreign nations and it was further 
understood that the powers granted did not give the U.S. Government the right 
to interfere in affairs in which only the citizens of a State were concerned. It 
has only been since the Washington, D.C., Government began reaching out for 
too much power and intruding into problems of the States that the issue of 
States rights became important. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I may appear to copy after the “old school” of 
cimpaigning in my patriotic references and quotations, but if that be true, 
it represents my true feelings. It is my humble opinion that one can be 
elected to public office, especially one as important as Congress, without 
slamming someone or maligning. As your Congressman, I shall ever be mind- 
ful of my responsibilities in upholding the dignity and the finest tradition 
appertaining to the office. I believe that a Congressman should be positive 
in all matters so that the people he represents may understand his position 
ut all times. I believe that a Congressman should maintain close ties with 
the people at home so that he can better represent their views. It is my belief 
that all elected officeholders should, to the best of their ability, attempt at 
all times to represent the views of the majority of the people. In this cam- 
paign I have told you that I am a Democrat—that I am a conservative Demo- 
erat in the Jeffersonian tradition, 

I have said that, in my opinion, the finest expression of American democracy 
is n writein on the ballot, When I am elected your Congressman, it will be 
evidence of the true feeling that exists within the hearts of the men and 
women of this district, It will be their lawful way of striking a blow at 
these whe would destroy our southern way of life for “though we will not fail 
IT will continue to present our position in a manner of which you may be justly 
proud.” T would have it noe other way. If the people are ready to stand 
up and speak out on the issues that confront us, then the people are still 
sovereign and no degree of deviating policies can defeat us. It is time for 
Americans and not Just party politicians to speak out unafraid and unashamed 
for the preservation of our freedoms. Now ts the time for us to strike 
tgainst tyranny in high places; tomorrow may be too late. This is the time 
for forceful expressions of our opinions and not for a surrender or compromise 
of our way of life. I will be positive. I will speak out on the issues. I will 
stand for States rights and against integration. Today is the time for positive 
action. Thank you. 
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ExHIBIT 11 
List oF ELECTORS OF PULASKI CouNTY, ARK., 1958 


(Filed in committee’s permanent files and not reproduced because 
of bulk.) 


ExHIBIT 12 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
State Capitol, Little Rock, Ark., October 30, 1958. 
Mr. WYLIE CavVIN, Sr., 
Member, Pulaski County Board of Election Commissioners, 
Little Rock, Ark. 


DEAR Mr. Cavin: In your letter of October 30, 1958, you request my opinion 
upon the legality of a writein candidate or his representative to distribute paper 
stickers bearing his name with a box following it with an X marked therein, or 
rubber stamp upon the ballot with the intention of voting for the candidate 
whose name appears thereupon. You also ask if the votes so cast would be 
legal votes, and if they would be counted by the election officials as such. 

In the case found at 186 Ark. 413, decided October 31, 1932, the Arkansas 
Supreme Court was asked to rule upon the validity of prepared stickers or 
pasters distributed by candidates to voters for the purpose of placing the 
same upon the ballot in a school election as votes for writein candidates. In 
determining the legality of such stickers, the Arkansas Supreme Court used 
the following language: 

“We think it makes no difference how the electors placed the names of the 
persons they desired to vote for on the ballot in the absence of fraud. They 
might have been written with pen and ink, pencil, typewritten, or by stickers 
and the result would be the same, as in either case it expressed the wish of 
the individual voter. * * * We do not think the word “write” is there used 
in a technical sense, but that such name might be placed on the ballot in any 
convenient way such as the use of a sticker or rubber stamp as was done in 
this case. * * * It was left to the electors to vote for whom they pleased by 
‘writing’ their names on the ballot. If they chose to use stickers with the 
names of the persons they desired to vote for printed thereon we can see no 
valid objection thereto, and there is no provision of the statute violated.” 
[Emphasis supplied. ] 

Yours very truly, 
Bruce BENNETT, 
Attorney General. 
By: Roy Fincu, Jr., 
Chief Assistant Attorney General. 


ExHIBIT M—-M 


Report OF STATE CANVASSING BOARD, GENERAL ELECTION, NOVEMBER 4, 1958, STATE 
OF MINNESOTA 


(On file in committee’s permanent files. Not reproduced on account 
of bulk.) 


ExHIBIT N-N 


(Excerpts from Life magazine on file in committee’s permanent 
files. Not reproduced.) 


ExHIsBIt O-O 
STATEMENT WITH REFERENCE TO PAYROLL PADDING 


(On file in committee’s permanent files. Not reproduced on ac- 
count of bulk.) 
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Exuisit ¢ 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WASHINGTON 
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Exnisit E 


TEACHER’S CONTINUING CONTRACT 
For Minnesota Public Schools 


The Board of, School District Tae Rh ee ee County, 
Bo eae sr se el Minnesota, at a meeting called for that purpose on the 


Place 


a OTA toy of 7 tact 9 ontore into thie agreement 
i 
| 






() O47. 


, y 
Home Address 





a legally qualified teacher, who agrees to serve in the following position: 


A, ‘ wit - M774 et ig? (Sock rok 
WITNESSETH, That beginning on or about__O7 42% on ees 1D 


the above named teacher shall faithfully perform the services prescribed for this position by 


the Schoo! Board, or its designated representative, during the life of this contract for the annual 
salary, payable in equal monthly installments, as indicated below. = 
i 


by mutual consent of the contracting parties. This contract is subject to all state laws relevant in 
any way to the qualification and employment of teachers. 


ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS (if any): <2édca len’ Coacds 





Dar 


 \22- 





FOR THE 
SCHOOL BOARD 


Porm 10B Flynn-Utne Simplified Record System. 1951, Farnham Stationery & Schoo! Supply Co, Mianeapolis, Minn. 


ee ee ee ee ee 
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EXHIBIT G 


Filing Supplies Office Furniture 
Adding Machines Smith Corona Typewriters 


CAL HEGSTROM 


Typewriters Rented and Repaired 
Phone 178-179 BEMIDJI, MINN. P.O. Box 143 


— MO Neh 


Larry Grimm—Sales Representative 
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Exuisit H 


Fosston, shopping center for an outstanding farming area 


Village Of Fosston 


MEETINGS FIRST MONDAY IN EACH MONTH 


FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 


R. H. AHLGREN, Clerk 


1nd en abused ond ~] tered vith sirns 2t the rally here in 
‘osston last night, I don't know who was resronsible, but I 
presume it was a group of children. As Mayor of Fosston, I 
to apologize for this incident. 
foun and I certainly heve different opinions in nolitics, but 
re honest differences. I do not condone this sort of conduc 
n any wey. ‘I sincerely hone you hve no ill feeling toward 
*osston because of this incident. 

Ve ry trvly vours, 

AA oe 5 On 
a eo 3} a ae aa PR 
‘ . I 
Vill f Zosst 
. >+ 


I just saw "Spot"Reierson on the street and he told me your c: 


wat 
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Exuisir I 






Office Phone GEneral 5-4765 Residence Phone GE 
meral 5-3295 





Maurice O. Nelson 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 







November 19, 1958 







' 
Dear Recreation Board Member: 
Now that Spot and I are through politiding and the deer season 

is out of the way, we can give some thought to another recreation 
board meeting. we should make a final decision on our director. 

I might say that we have only one application and that is the 
application of Wes Niemi. 


The meeting will be held on Monday, November 24th, at 5 P.M. at 
the Utilities Building. Pleace try and be there promptly so 
that we cen complete this work in one hour. I will send a copy 
of this letter to ies Niemi so that he can be there also. At 
this meeting we want to try and work out the details of our 
program for the coming year, 


Sincerely yours, 


ae 
j { 
y i' 


Maurice ds Nelson 


MONset 
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EXHIBIT J | 
: 
Office Phone GEneral 5-4765 Residence Phone GEneral 5-3295 
3295 
Maurice O. Nelson 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 
July 1, 1958 
: 
on | 


Dear Recreation Board Member: 


At the meeting on Monday, June 30th, I intended to mention 
to you an offer that I had received on sodding the tennis 
court around the edges of the concrete slab. A man named 
Bennie Olson from Bagley is a sod contractor and will furnish 
the sod delivered to our tennis court at 16¢ per square yard, 
| He will also assist us with the work, but we would need to 
have some local people available too. 


I think we would need three thousand five hundred square 
feet. This would give us 12 feet at each end and this 
would bring the sod up to the back stop, We would have 
enough for ten feet on each side. According to my figures, 
the cost would be £62,00. 


We naed a sodding job before our court will be complete, 

We would haul in black dirt and plant seed, but perhaps the 
new grass would be trampled down, If we use sod, we will 
get away from mud and dirt washing out onto the court 
whanever it rains, It will also help us keep mud and dirt 
from being tracked in on the court on people's shoes. 


I talked to Arvid about this and he thought it was a 
reasonable proposition, Do any of you know a placw where 
we can get sod delivered any cheaper? Do you think it 
would be wiser to do without the sod? 


I think we should go ahead on this, but would like to hear 

from the rest of you. Unless I hear from you to the contrary 
before July 7th, I will assume that this is all right and I 

will order the sod delivered to the court. Lawrence Engebretson 
and David Carlin are working for the school and undoubtedly 

they can help us flay the sod. Perhaps we could have it delivered 
in the afternoon and some of us could help too. 


Very truly yours, 


el Nelson 


MON: jo 
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Office Phone GEnera! 54765 Residence Phone GEnerai 5.3295 
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Exnisit K 


Maurice O. Nelson 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 


April 11, 1958 


Mr. Almer Bakken 
City 


Mr. Arthur Reierson 
City 


Gentlemen: 


I have received some information from Werren Jubilee committse 
that is interesting. Their town is a little larger than Fosston, 
but in general I think information from there will give us a 
fair idea of what to expect here. 


I have been thinking that we should have some special Jubilee 
Plates for sale. Warren had good success on this item. They 
ordered 60 dozen at first and sold them all. Later they 
ordered en additional 21 dozen after the Jubilee to keep up 
with the demand, They have about six dozen left and are 
still selling thep,even thourh the Jubilee was three years 
azo. I believe their plates sold for $1.50 each. Norm 
Dokken is selling novelties and has a plate in hid catelog. 

I have asked him to furnish us with a sample and he has 
promised to do so. I think this is an item thet we should 
oromote and perhaps it can be done by the reneral committee, 
because it should earn us a little money. 


I have a comolete statement of Warren's financial picture | 
and it is rather complécated. They show en overall profit 
of $1600.00. From the sale of buttons, hate, plates and 
assessments, they raised about $4300.00. however, when 

you consider that they had a profit of $1600.00, it apvears 

that they naeded only about $2700.00. This is pretty close 
to the mark we have been shooting for. One of their items 
of expense was $347.00 for street decorating and we will 
have none of this as a general committee expense. Some time 

when you go tothe bank, stop in my office and I will be 

glad to show you this financial statement which should give 

us some idea of what to espect here. 


Sincerely yours, 
Maurice 0. Nelson 


MON: Jo 





ton, 
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Exuisit L 


Office Phone GEneral 5-4765 Residence Phone GEneral 5-3295 


Maurice O. Nelson 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 


April 10, 1958 


Dear Member of the Fosston Recreation Board? 


We are planning to start work on the tennis court at the 
Elementary school ground on Saturday, April l2th, at 9 A.M., 
weather permitting. Popcorn Kildal and Ed Koskovich will 
both be on hand... We will first decide on the exact location 
of the court and Ed Koskovich will run some levels for us. 
Then we will have Popcorn go ahead with the excavating. Ed 
and his crew will put in the forms and when he is ready to 
pour cement, we will get some volunteers to give a hand. 


If you can be present at the site of the tennis court at 
9 o'clock Saturday morning, it would be helpful. However, 
Arvid and I will both be there to do the measuring so do 
not feel that you have to come if you have other things 
set for that time. 


We are tentatively planning a joint recreation board 
meeting for Friday, April 18th, at 5 P.M. at the Utilities 
Building to discuss plans for the summer, Please ktep 
that time in mind and I will have my stenographer call 

all of you, giving you definite information on it. 


Very truly yours, 


hr iis 


\ 


MON: Jo 
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EXHIBIT M 






Maurice O. Nelson 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
FOSSTON, MINNESOTA 






1957 





December 30, 





Mr. Almer Bakken 
City 


Mr. Arthur Helerson 
Fosston, Minnesota 


Dear Felléws: 

You will find enclosed a copy of the revised commictee 
nlignment. Please lock this over carefully for errors, 
After you have checked it, lef-me know and I will have 
a suitable number mimeorraphed. We wnt to have these 
ready for our next meeting in Jenuary. 


Hanoy New Year. 


Very trily yours, 
YC 
Maurice 0\ Nealson 
MON: Jo 
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Exnipit N 


TELEPHONE MARY C. APPEL 
EMERSON 3-0233 ASSOCIATE 


CHARLES A. APPEL, JR. 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE, N. W 
WASHINGTON 15. D. Cc 
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TELEPHONE 
EMERSON 3-0233 
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MARY C. APPEL 
ASSOCIATE 
CHARLES A. APPEL. JR 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 
3783 STEPHENSON PLACE. N. W 
WASHINGTON 15. 3D. c 
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PEL TELEPHONE MARY C. APPEL 
EMERSON 3-0233 ASSOCIATE 


CHARLES A. APPEL, JR. 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE, N. W. 
WASHINGTON 15, D. C. 
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Exmiart O TEL 
eMeERS 
TELEPHONE MARY C. APPEL 
EMERSON 3-0233 ASSOCIATE 
CHARLES A. APPEL. JR. 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 
3383 STEPHENSON PLACE. N. W 
WASHINGTON 15. 0. 
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TELEPHONE MARY C. APPEL 
EMERSON 3-0233 ASSOCIATE 


CHARLES A. APPEL, JR 


DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE. N. Ww 
WASHINGTON 15, BD. C 
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TRIAL BRIEF 





To qualify as Document Examiner. 


Give your full name: Charles Andrew Appel, Jr. 
Give your full address: 3383 Stephenson Pl., N. W.., 
Washington, D. C. 


What is your occupation? 


Examiner of Questioned Documents in civil cases, which includes the 
identification of handwriting, typewriting and other mechanical impressions, 
paper, ink and writing materials; and determination of the authenticity of 
writings. 


When and how did you start this work? 


Was appointed a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in 
1924, made a special study of Questioned Documents and, after becoming 
proficient in this work was assigned to set up a laboratory and analyse papers 
in F.B.I. cases. The FP. B. I. Laboratory was established in 1932 and from 
then until my retirement December 31, 1948, I was regularly assigned the ex- 
amination of specimens in Criminal cases. Upon retiring at the end of 1948 
I set up my own laboratory and have been engaged in the examination of civil 
cases. 


What was your training? 


LLB Georgetown University 1922. Admitted to the bars of the District 
of Columbia 1922 and to practice before the U. S. Supreme Court 1929. 


Studied the literature on Document Analysis and the application of scien- 
tific procedures to investigations, attended lectures of such examiners as J. 
Fordyce Wood at Northwestern University in Chicago, Albert S. Osborn of 
New York, and Dr. Wilmer Souder, National Bureau of Standards, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; conducted research to develop methods of analysis and instructions 
for investigators and examiners, lectured to schools of Special Agents, to ex- 
aminers, and to the National Police Academy, and prepared texts used in 
F. B. I. work. 


Where have you qualified as a witness to give testimony as a Document Examiner?: 


In Federal, State and Military Courts throughout the United States and 
: possessions, and before Committees, Commissions, and Congress. 


Name one or two well known cases to which you were assigned: 


R. Hauptmann, Kidnaping, Bronx, N. Y. 

Manny Strew! et al, Kidnaping, Binghamton, N. Y. 

Duquesne espionage conspiracy, German, New York. 

Ludwig espionage conspiracy, German, New York. 

Velva Lee Dickinson, espionage, Japanese, New York. 

Marine Welding Co., War Frauds, Philadelphia. 

Many murder, extortion, and forgery cases in State and Federal Courts, Terre 
Haute, Salt Lake, Richmond, Memphis, Birmingham, Los Angeles, etc. 
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Exuisit P 


TELEPHONE MARY C. APPEL 
EMERSON 3-0233 ASSOCIATE 


CHARLES A. APPEL, JR. 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE, N. W. 
WASHINGTON 15, D. Cc. 
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ExHiBiT R 


National Presa Club 
Bashington 


Thursdey, PM 


Dear Mr. Knutson: 


4 


The item dealing with Bill Kjeldahl has snared the front pages 
of several of the metropolitan dailys. Kjeldahl is well known 
to me and several others in this area. He is a rascal and you, 
if you are @ man should put an immediate stop to it. 


I was in the club the other night and overheard a friend talking 
with Washington Attorney Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. 

FitzGerald has brought a suit for $100,000 against a person in the 
District of Columbia for alienation of affections. Before that 

he filed an injunction to restrain a man from interfereing with 
the marital rights of another. Why not contact him and start 





e Similar suit against that rat Kjeldahl. We have a lot of informption 


on the latter that we would be glad to feed you which should make 
it interesting. 


Gervaise Trevrlion. 
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EXHIBIT T 
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Exuisit U 
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EXHIBIT V 
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Exnisrr W 


TELEPHONE 
EMERSON 3-0233 


CHARLES A. APPEL. JR 
DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE. N. W 
WASHINGTON 15, DBD. C 


MARY C. APPEL 


ASSOCIATE 
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TELEPHONE 
EMerson 3-0233 


~ 


MARY C. APPEL 


ASSOCIATE 


CHARLES A. APPEL. JR 


DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


3383 STEPHENSON PLACE. N. Ww. 
WASHINGTON 15, BD. Cc 
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Perrrioner’s Exniprr X 


Caeoxnsten, Miumaeera 
May 4, 0968 


P1288 RELEASE FROM 
Anoy Kawveen, Oxiaa, Mimmesera 


| MAVE REQUESTES Te RY WIFE THEY SHE WiTHORAW PRON Tea GoneREssieuAL 
CAMPAtGn tu Tea Orn sisTaicy. | WAVE scvERA Reasons way § NAVE TAEER 


THES acTiom awe wey | EZPEGT Bae Te COMPLY WITH RY REQUEST. 


Tne FIRST ARS MOST IMPORTANT 18 THAT SiNGE HER ELECTION FouR YEARS Ace 
OUR NOME LIFE GAS DETERIORATED TO THE EXTENT THAT IT $8 PRACTIGMLY 
BON-ERISTERT, | WANT TO HAVE YHE HAPPY WOME THAT WE EuveVER FoR MARY 
YEARS Prien Te war aiaeTies. Cova uasn'y saan noma For CunisTms ror 
Twe YEARS Ame rer EASTER Yea PAST THREE, | NAVE SEEN OUR SOn OUT A FEU 


TIMES ABO FOR OMY BRIEF VISITS. 


AWOTHER REASON FOR MY REQUEST 18 WER EXECUTIVE SaeRETARY, Bit CueLoam, 


a) 
whe GY HES ACTIONS ANS BICTATORIM IRPLUENCE OF MY WIFE HAS TAKER AWAY U 
THE CLOSE RELATIONSHIP AND AFFECTION WE ERVOYED Sarent, = 
(mA 
Fimacty | SEL1GVE THAT IT $8 USELESS FOR BER TO BE ELECTED aS THE {| | 
1 }j 
L)) 


OECISIOnS THAT ARE MAGE ARE HOT HERS GUT Cuaream.'s, Am tmetvieua 


WY ASSUMES BO RESPORSIGILITY, VET BIGTATES THE POLSOY OF MER OFFICE. 
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Exnisit Y 


AFF IDAVIT 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ; 
ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


I, Coya Knutson, being duly sworn, do depose and say: 
/December 15, 1958/ 

On Monday night/at approximately ten o'clock, I talked 
by long distance telephone with Ray Gesell of Moorhead, Minnesota. 
The purpose of this telephone call, which I placed to Mr. Gesell, 
was to acquire from him the facts relevant to a meeting which was 
purported to have been held at Moorhead, Minnesota, between cer- 
tain members of the campaign staffs of Marvin Evenson and Odin 
Langen right after the primary in September. Marvin Evenson was 
my opponent in the Democratic Primary. Odin Langen was my Repu- 
blican opponent in the general election in November, Mr. Gesell 
had advised me of such a meeting sometime ago. 


Mr. Gesell advised me by phone that he had contacted 
Judge Norman Nelson, the Judge having told him that he (the Judge) 
had been invited to attend this secret meeting, but when he had 
learned that Odin Langen's campaign manager would be at the meeting, 
he refused to attend, Mr. Gesell advised me further that there 
were two meetings held between the Langen-Evenson forces, that 
these meetings were held at Warren's Cafe in Moorhead, Minnesota, 
a week to ten days after the Minnesota primary, and that the 
following persons were present: 


Kenneth Chase, Marvin Evenson, Kermit Thompson, 
David Stenseth, LeRoy Eberhardt, Paul Tungseth, Ww 
and Glenn Sjolander, 


It was believed by Mr. Gesell that Odin Langen personally 
attended one of these meetings, but Mr. Gesell was quite careful to 
point out to me that he was not able to ascertain whether Mr. Langen 
was in fact present. 


Mr. Stenseth was Mr. Langen's Campaign Manager as dis- 
tinguished from Chairman of the Volunteer Committee for Odin Langen,. 
Mr. Evenson's Campaign Chairman was Kenneth Chase. Mr. Sjolander 
is the Motor Vehicle Registrar for Clay County, Minnesota, and an 
Evenson supporter. The other names as far as I know were active 
in the primary campaign against me, 





Coya 
Ninth District, Minnesota 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 






Before me, a Notary Public in and for the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, this 16th day of December, 1958, did appear 
Coya Knutson, who in my presence did subscribe the foregoing instru- 
ment and did swear that all of the statements contained therein were 
true to the best of her knowledge, information and belief. 


4 


ey el Oe ee ttt’ 


- Notary Public 
My Commission expires: -° 1770744 -.~<=~+— Ah a y é/ 


a 
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Exnisir A-A 


AFFIDAVIT 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


I, Andrew Knutson, being duly sworn, do depose and say: 


More than two weeks ago I wrote my attorney to withdraw my 
suit against Bill Kjeldahl but since my lawyer did not take care of this 
right away, I have withdrawn the case myself by writing the court directly. 
I have also written my lawyer that I did not want him as my lawyer anymore. 
I fired him. [I want the people in Oklee who have known me since I was a 
little boy to know the real story behind all of this. There were some people 
that I thought were my friends and who said they were trying to help me but 
all they really wanted to do was to get Coya defeated. I should have smelled 
a rat a long time ago but I guess I was too mixed up from all the stories 
they told to me. They said all over the place in all the newspapers that 
I wrote the Coya Come Home letter. I will swear on a stack of bibles that 
I don't know who wrote the original letter but I know I didn't write it. 
It was handed to me by someone already written and the next thing I knew 
things were moving so fast that I did not have time to stop and think. They 
kept after me. Then a letter came from Washington and I know who sent it 
but I won't name names now. The letter told me to get in touch with this 
real sharp lawyer in Washington. The letter said they-had all kinds of 
evidence. The Washington lawyer called me long distance and said he would 
take care of everything. I thought that the only people who knew about it umbt. nacortly 
were my lawyer in Fosston and that man in Washington but I was surprised OY. 
to read in the newspapers that the Republican who ran against Coya in the 
election said "We knew about the suit all the time and that it was coming." 
My lawyer in Fosston never told me that he was volunteer campaign chairman 
for the Republican. It's hard for me to trust anyone now. This trick seems 
to have hurt everybody except the Republican. I have been a Democrat all 
my life and I voted for Coya but the Coya Come Home letter which was written 
for me has hurt an awful lot of people I didn't mean to hurt. Our boy who 
has been going to college has been hurt. Coya got hurt. A lot of stories 
and lies came out of this and most of all all the good things Coya worked so 
hard for got hurt. Not to mention me. It may be too late for a lot of 
things but it isn't too late to get the truth out into the open. All the 
good people in Oklee and Fosston and Crookston ‘and all the other towns should 
know that it's no use having elections if you can't keep them clean. In all 
my fifty years I have never seen a campaign like this one. Coya told the 
newspapers that she would not talk about her personal life and I was real 
proud of her. I wish that it would not have taken me all these months to 
tell her and everybody that I am sorry. It's a terrible feeling for a man 
to have to think that he might have had something to do with defeating one 


of the best people in Congress. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


Before me, a Notary blic d for e City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, this @ ) day of , 1958, did appear 
Andrew Knutson, who in my presence did subscribe the foregoing instrument, and 
did swear that all of the statements contained therein were true to the best 
of his knowledge, information and belief. 


yo AAA (SEAL) 


Notary Public 
My commission expires: 


eee 75, 18h 1. 
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AFFIDAVIT 


CITY OF WASHINGTON > 
) ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ) 


I, Andrew Knutson, being duly sworn, do depose and say: 


"I never told Fitzgerald to sue Bill Kjeldahl for slander. 
I asked different people if he ever said anything against me and they 
said no. 


“Fitzgerald told me by telephone he had plenty on Kjeldahl 
but never told me what. 


“I sent Fitzgerald only the Drew Pearson story and the petition 
signed by 17 people in Oklee, no other proof." 


CFnclsasr Pi lee. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 


) ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


Before me, a Notary He in and for the City of Washington, 


District of Columbia, this a 2. ay of 1958, did appear 


Andrew Knutson, who in my presence did subscribe the foregoing instrument, 


and did swear that all of the statements contained therein were true to the 


best of his knowledge, information and belief. 


carnal. 
SEAL 


Notary Public = 


My commission expires: 
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AFFIDAVIT 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 


» ss. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


I, Andrew Knutson, being duly sworn, do depose and say: 
Maurice Nelson of Fosston has been my lawyer for some years. 


I found out the other day he was Republican Campaign Chairman for Odin 


Langen. For the times I'd been to him this summer, he never charged me 
for it. It seems funny to me now. 


(lncllessin ib es, 


CITY OF WASHINGTON ) 


) SS. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA) 


Before me, a Notary Puplic da for t City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, this y of » 1958, did appear 
Andrew Knutson, who in my presénce did slbscribe the foregoing instrument, 


and did swear that all of the statements contained therein were true to the 
best of his knowledge, information and belief 


 hakaAhances (SEAL) 
My commission expires: 


Lhe 26 end 
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BENEDICT F. FITZGERALD, JR. 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
SUITE 983, NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING 
WASHINGTON 4, D. C. 


October 14, 1958 


Oklee, Minnesota 


| have received your letter of October 6, 1958 in which you indicate 
your desire to institute action against William Kzeldahl for alienation 
of affections in connection with the theft of your wife Coya's love. 


This office will be glad to assist you and investigate the matter 

In view of the fact that you indicate that you are without funds 

an arrangement to handle the matter on a contingent fee basis can 
be worked out. 

Please advise us of your availability to discuss the matter. Perhaps 


we can arrange to travel to Thief River Falls to discuss the matter 


In the meantime please write this office , return mail, and forward 
any pertinent material or evidence that you have. 


tN LALLA 


You might also indicate where you can be reached on the telephone, 
and your present residential address. 


Also indicate the whereabouts of your son. 


We attempted to locate you at Rolandson's implement Shop (SW 6-4205) 
but we were advised that you were out and would retu 


Looking foreward to your response by return maif. 





Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr 
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EXHIBIT C-—C 


THE WASHINGTON 
MERRY-GO-ROUND 


By Drew Pearson 


(Editor’s Note—Drew Pearson is now report- 
ing on what progress Moscow may have 
made among our NATO aliies. While he ‘s 
abroad the Washington end of the colum. 
is written by his associate, Jack Anderson.) 


WASHINGTON — Big, broodinz 
Andy Knutson is sorry now that he 
stirred up headlines around the world 


with his public appeal to his golden- 
haired wife, Coya, to quit Congress 
and come home to him in Minnesota. 
The truth is that he allowed himself 
to be used by her political enemies 
because he was sore at her for re- 
{using to pay his bills. 

The story behind the incident has 
now reached this column from the 
famous Red River Valley whose 
farm folk sent Congresswoman Knut- 
son to Washington. It is a pathetic 
story of an alcoholic husband who 
lived on hand-outs from his wife and 
threatened to embarrass her ‘politi- 
cally when the money was cut off. 
Yet, through it all, he swore his un- 
dying love for her. 

Andy has an unfortunate weakness 
for drink that has sent him to the 
hospital repeatedly for treatment to 
cvercome alcoholism. For years, he 
blew his wife’s money on costly 
drinking sprees and sponged off her 
She paid most of 
his living expenses, bought him a 
1955 Plymouth and kept him in cigar 


N money (he smokes 20 a day). 


THE NEWS AND OBSERVER, RALEIGH, N. C. 
Sunday Morning, May 18, 1958 


For the sake of his pride, she also 
painted her  husband’s ome— 
“‘Andy’s Hotel’—on a small, two- 
story hotel she owns in Oklee, Minm. 





Several months ago, however, her 
patience or her money apparently 
ran out. Oklee merchants received 
a letter from her, warning that she 
could not longer make good her hus- 
band’s debts. 

It is no secret around Oklee that 
Andy threatened to sell out to her 
political enemies unless she relaxed 
the purse strings. He was seen hud- 
dling with L. J. Lee, husky organiz- 
er for the International Union of Op- 
erating Engineers, who has been 
struggling with the Congresswoman 
for control of the Democrat-Farmer- 
Labor Party in the Red River Valley. 

Andy made some statements which 
Lee circulated around the district to 
embarrass Congresswoman Knutson. 
But she survived the political attack 
and defeated the Lee faction decisive- 
ly. Again Lee challenged her lead- 
ership at the party’s district conven+ 
tion earlier this month at Crookston, 
Minn. 

Before the convention, Lee helped 
Andy draft three appeals to his wife 
to give up her Congressional seat for 
the sake of their family life. Twe 
were circulated at the political pow- 
wow but failed to overthrow the Con- 
gresswoman and her supporters. K 
was the third appeal that was re- 
leased to the newspapers. 

Andy is now sorry he did it. To 
shield him, Coya refuses to say why 
he did it. 


Iii-3 
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Exnisir D-D 


Benepict F. FirzGerap, JR. 
COUNSELLOR AT LAW 
NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING 

WASHINGTON 4, D.C. 


November ||, 1958 


Andrew Knutson 
Oklee, Minnesota 


Dear Sndrew: 


Pursuant to arrangement, on November 5, 1958 | filed the Complaint 
in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia against 
William ©. Kjeldahl - for Alienation of Affections and Slander. 


Thereafter | delivered a summons and a copy of the Complaint to 
the United States Marshal for service upon the defendant. 


The procedure now is to effect service. There has been no service as 
of yet, and | have been informed that Kjeldahl can not be located 
at present. Apparently he is in hideing. After service the defendant 


is required to file a responsive pleading (an answer) within twenty days . 
pene 


As you no doubt are aware there was considerable publicity attendant 
to the filing of the suit. Both the New York Times and the New York 
Daily News, with a circulation of over four million carried the story. 
The New York Daily News reported that Kjeldah! and Mrs. Knutson 
were non communicative when interrogated en route to the lake region. 
They were travelling via automobile and had stopped off to eat in 

a cafe. The fact that Coya was the only democratic incumbent defeated 


by a Republican, attracted more attention. All of it was favorable to you. 
As a result of the above you will no doubt be called upon by reporters, etc. 
for your comments. It would be best to refer them to this office. You should 


remain in contact with me for future developments, especially If there 


is an attempt, either at a reprisal, or to settle the matter. Be especially 
careful of your behavior and dont give any evil person the opportunity to 
frame you. You should take the position that you still love your wife and that 
the suit is not against her but against Kjeldah| who was the bad influence. 


Continue to foreward me any additional evidence that you should obtain and 


| will continue to protect your interests . With kind personal regards. 
ff : 
Sineérely, 
ee 


BF/a Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. 
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Page 2 — THE RED RIVER SCENE. Thursday. November 6, 1958 
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FOR This week's report we 
planned a comparison of the Red 
River Valley Poll figures with 
the official scoreboard, but dead- 
lines and limited potitical reports 
don’t mix. We'll have a rundown 
for you next week 


* 

MEANWHILE. we are turning 
this out election night, and we'll 
be piecing opinion and 
together as the returns add up 

Some of Minnesota's tabula- 
ing headquarters were having 
more trouble than the Repubii- 
cans A newly enforced state law 
stipulates that the ballots be 
brought to the County Auditor's 
ffice they are recorded 
Previously, the precincts wor 
thelr results, later bring 
in the ballots, Now, regardless of 
where a precinct is located, the 
ballots must be delivered before 
any report is allowed We 
have both a radio and TV on 
king from channel! to channel 
and station to station, providing 
and interesting (and sometimes 
nfusing ongiomeration of re 
ports. It is interesting to com 
pare which station has the latest 
reports Frankly itical te- 
porting has now been narrowed 
down to a point where. all soure 
es can and 4 cred 
itable job 


sidelight 


before 





call in 





accomplish @ 


. 
AS those first Minnesota re- 
turns are being reported, it ap- 
s that there'll be no upsets 
in the states front office this 
year It seems that it's fashion- 
able to be s Democrat this year 
in almost every Midwestern state 





On this subject. winning 
during an off-vear recalled to 
mind is an interesting political 


sbservation we rd many years 
ago: Sometimes losing control of 
Congress during the off-Presiden 
tial year is a break in disguise. 
point is that if the following 
two years are rocky, the Presi- 
dent and his party have a Con- 
gress on which they can make 
ampaign issue Wonder what 
Vice President Richard Nixon ac- 
tually thinks as he listens to 
Nelson Rockefeller increase his 
lead in that somewhat outstand 





The 














ing race with Averill Harriman 
Rockefeller provided 4 1 

shoulder to Nixon when the lat- 
ter campaigned in New York, and 
there was considerable specula 
tion that if Rockefeller could de 
feat Harriman he would serious- 


ly threaten Nixon as the 196 
GOP presidential choice. 
* 

GEE that Stuart Symington is 
compiling a highly tmpressive 
margin in Missouri, which will 
hike Mis presidential possibilities. 
Possibly sore of you wil] recall 
a Prediction Department of « 
year ago when we speculated 
that Symington would be the 
1960 Democratic presidential 
nominee, We'll stil) go along 
with that, and the personal opin 
jon, that Symington is that par 
ty’s most capable and salable 
candidate As we listen to the 
returns, we can't help but note 
the considerable number of com 
paratively young candidates 
elected 

e 


WE'VE just returned from a 
visit to the Clay County Court 
house Winton Johnson's office 
wasn't the hub of excitement and 
turbulence it has been in the 
pact Three candidates were 
there Wint. John Mandsager 











OCEAN FRESH SEAFOOD 





Burrill-esque 


ennill 2, 


y 







and Vance Thysell. None of them 
The 











were opposed this year 

media was represented, Jim Pet 
erson of Bob Ross, 
KPGO; Tom Forum, and 
Kent Smith But, as 
we mentioned, it was a quiet af 
fair. Probably two fundamental 
reasons: The limited number of 


county races, and the new policy 
a bringing in the ballots 
Myrle Anderson flew to St. Paul 
this afternoon (Tuesday) to join 
Gay Saetre's election night party 
(Early returns indicate that they 
won't have too much about which 
to celebrate) 


* Barnesville 
Briefs 


Mr and Mrs Robert Berg en 
tertained at supper Sunday in 
honor of the birthdays of their 
sons Jeffrey and Gregory. The 
following attended: Mr. and Mrs 
Henry Rosenfeldt, Mr. and Mrs 
Donald Dickelman and family 
Mr. and Mrs Loren Rosenfeldt 
Mr. and Mrs. John Nelson and 
Lowell, all of Sabin: Mr. and Mrs 
Claude Miller and Mr. and Mrs. 
Walt Halvorson and family of 
Moorhead, Mr. and Mrs Horace 
Neilson and Rothsay 
Mrs. Caroline Berg, Floyd Warde- 
berg and boys and Mr. and Mrs 
Loren Miller. 

Mrs. Floyd Wardeberg retuhned 
home from St. Ansgar Hospital 
Wednesday where she underwent 
surgery. Mrs Caroline Berg has 
been assisting her daughter 








and Mrs. Frank Mallinger, 
Mr and Mrs Walter Wellman 
and Judy and Mr. and Mrs. Ed- 
fie yr. Sr. visited w Mr and 





Mrs. Wellman at the Rest Home 
in Breckenridge 

Mr, and Mrs. William Fix and 
family were dinner and supper 
guests Sunday st the Fred Nick- 
lay home. Other afternoon visit 
ors and supper guests were Mr 


and Mrs. Clayton Nicklay, Danny 








and Nancy of Moorhead and Mr 
and Mrs. Stanley Nicklay, Cyn- 
thia, Caroleen and Cathleen 

Mr. John DeWerd and sons Ted 
@y and Donnie of Sartell spent 
from Friday until) Tuesday here. 


They are former residents. Teddy 
St, Johns. 


and Donnie, students at 

spent the time with the Pat 
Thomas family 

Mr. and Mrs. Ralph Mathew 


Ruth and Martha Lou were din- 
ner guests Sunday at the Dale 
Haakenstad home in Farg 
Eugene Thomas, Bob Quam, Er- 
win and G Hines and Teddy 
DeWeid spent the weekend hunt 
ng in the Bad Lands in Montana 
They returned with five deer. 
Mrs. Marian Julsrud and Mrs. 
John Sev eptertained Wed 
nesday afternoon at the former's 
honor of the birthday 
f Mrs. Ira Packer. 
The Humboldt 4-H 
at the Ralph Mathew home Mon 
day evening A new member, 
Carol Schindler joined. Plans 
made for the Christmas 
Dec. 13th at the City Hall 


were drawn for Christ 








erson 


home in 


Club met 


were 
party 
Names 
mas gifts with 2 cent gifts for 
Idren and 50 cents for adults 
Mrs. Agnes Bosak was a dinner 
and afternoon visitor Sat 
urday at the Eddie Dow home 
Morning were Mr. and 
Mrs. Louis Labish and girls. 





guest 








callers 
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ELECTIONS 


Burdick Cops U.S. House 


Seat; Lan 


Quentin Burdick, Be at- 
torney, was elected to the US. 
house of representatives to be- 
come the first Democrat to win 
the seat since North Dakota be- 
came a state in 1899. He is the 
son of Usher L. Burdick, veteran 
politician who represented 
North Dakota in Washington for 
many years. 

. - 

The Democratic Party of 
North Dakota mustered consid 
erable strength during the gen- 
eral election Tuesday and, ac 
cording to early returns, wes 
making tts best showing tn re 
cent years 

With less than half of the 
state’s precincts reporting 
Quentin Burdick, son of Usher 
L. Burdick who voted after « 
long tenure In the US. House 
was given a better na out 
side chance of defeating his 
GOP opponent Don L. Short of 
Medora. Burdick’s running mate 
Dr. S. B. Hocking. Devils Lake. 
was trailing in fourth place. Re 
publican Orris G. Nordhougen 
was virtually running neck and 
neck with Burdick 

Although he did not engege 
tn an active campcign the 
state becouse of his wife's il!- 
ness in Washington, Sen. Wil- 
tiem Langer was building up 
@ substantial jead ( at Wednes- 
Gay noon) over Democrat Rey 
Vendse| of Carpio. 

The Republicans jumped into 
a quick lead tn the races for 
state offices on the basis of 
early returns. Gov. John Davis 
in his bid for reelection held a 
comfortable lead over his Dem- 
ocrat opponent John Lord of 
Minot and was expected to win 
when the final tabulation 08 
made 

In traditionally Republican 
Fargo and Cass county, Sheriff 
Charles Punton piled up a heal 
thy lead over Walter Quam. & 
former Cass sheriff Incurnbent 
Lyle Huseby was well ahead of 
Charles Shere of Fargo for the 











office of Cass county States 
Attorney 
Other results showed T. E 


Savageau of Fargo leading Hen- 
ning Eklund of rural Fargo for 
county commissioner from the 
Fi-st District 


Mr. and Mrs. William 
family moved thelr 
goods and cattle to the farm 64 
miles south-west of Barnesville 
Wednesday. The Fixes moved 
here 1% 
Minn. The following assisted 
them: Clayton WNicklay, Moor- 
head; Pat Griffin, Benedict Nosal, 
Fred Nicklay and Stanley Nick 
lay They were all dinner quests 
at the Fred Nicklay home 


Pix and 








Fill Your 
Coal Bin 


or 


Oil Tank 
Now 
With Our High Quality 


FUEL 


Prompt, Careful, Efficient 
DELIVERY 





Birch Legs Cannel Coal 
For Your Fircpiace 
WE GIVE 


GIFT HOUSE STAMPS 


Oscar H. Kjorlie Co. 


SS MAIN — DIAL AD 56407 





1 Lefae Come in today for this 


Norwegian delicacy 





Kye 


WE. 





Heavy Vote? This 
Man Helps the Toll 


Elections for the most part 
@re routine as voters cast their 
ballets and go about their busi- 
ness. But one Fargo man who 
apparently didn't know it was 
illegal. had quite a ball for him- 

Oe — Gat & & ie ety wes 
trues. Asked by « 


he tollowed 
try it again some other place.” 





Five House seats were at 
stake from the Ninth District 
with the Republican incumbents 
rated strong favorites They 
are Jacque Stockman, Murray 
A. Baldwin, Kenneth A. Fitch 
Gordon Aamoth and Chris Hil- 
leboe, all of Fargo. The lone 
Democrat in the race was Jer- 
ome Shermoen 

A check on the constitution 
al amendments showed that 
the proposal to change the 
name of NDAC to North Dakota 
State University of Agriculture 
and Applied Science apparently 
will be defeated. The voting In 





the Grand Forks area was par- 
ticularly heavy against the 
measure 

The “no” votes were also 
building up leads on other 
measures. They are: « proposal 


that all school districts in North 
Dakota become a part of a high 


schoo! district. Another was for 
an amendment for a one-mill 
levy for 15 years on property 


to be used for buildings at state 


ger, Davi 


vis Win 


would have increased the terms 
of most state and county offices 
from two to four years. Stil 
another would have increased 
the mumber of petition signers 
needed to initiate a measure, 
constitutional amendment and 
to refer an act of the legisla. 
ture. 

The Cass county auditor's of. 
fice reported that absentee bal- 
lot returns totaled 526 which 
was 111 higher than those cast 
in the November 1986 election. 


\diedded Wins 


Continued From Page 1) 


er county which gave Mrs 
Knutson a 870-vote margin two 
years ago 

Statewide results are: U. & 
Senate. McCarthy, 524,346, Thye, 
467.510. Governor: Freeman, 
566.391, MacKinnon, 428,584. Lt. 





Governor Rolvang, 555,311, 
Erickson, 411.857, Sec. of State 
Donovan, 553.135. L. C. Ander- 


sen, 414,040 Auditor: King, 494,- 
624, Farr, 469.894. Treasurer: 
Bjornson, 535,902, Hansen, 530,- 
568 


At. General: Lord 536,572, 
Saetre, 423,491, R & W Commis. 
sioner: R. L. Anderson, 505,813, 
Lund, 449,208. 


Clay county returns gave Mo 
Carthy 5.851, Thye 4,888 and 
Curran 317. Freeman 6,743, Mac- 
Kinnon 4,433, Anderson 117. For 
Lt Gov. Rolvaag 6503, Erick- 
son 4, 537 

Secretary of state: Donovan 
6441 Anderson 4599. State 
treasurer, Hansen 5,830, Bijorn- 
son 5,327. State auditor, Farr, 
6,100, King 4.886 

Saetre's count In Clay county 
was 5,540 as compared to 5,638 
for Lord. 


wish to thank everyone 


who supported me in the gen- | 


eral election 


institutions of higher educa- 
tion 
Others which appeared well 
on the road to defeat 
j 
7 


\ county 


household | 


4s ago from Hinckley . 





It's time for yo 
registration card 
1959 tabs 


bil 
license tab 





will @ 


to hunt 


I have proudly served you as | 





coroner 


JOHN KNAPP 


our Minnesota automo. | 


which to apply for your 1959 | 
on sale Nov. 15. 


1959 


| WE HAVE MOVED 


| 
| from 
| First Avenue North 
come to make application 


in the new Foss building 


RE SURE | 


mr location of last year into new quarters at 303 | 


When you 


@ To bring your application card and your registration 


card. 


Only at your Deputy Motor Vehicle Registrar's office will 
you get a valid receipt for income tax purposes. 


Come in early 


and avoid the rush! 


GLENN SJOLANDER 


Deputy Motor Vehicle Registrar 


303 First Ave. W. 


Moorhead | 
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ExHiBit F-F 


BeEnepict F. FrrzGeErap, Jr. 
COUNSELLOR AT LAW 
NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING 

WASHINGTON 4, D.C. 


November 12, 1958 


Andrew Knutson 
Oklee, Minnesota 


Deor Andrew: 


| have received your letter of November ||, 1958 and was pleased to learn 
that you had discussed the pending litigation with your son Terry, and that 
Coya plans to come home. 


The return of your wife should be the complete answer to all your desires, 
ambitions and prayers, and | hope that she will in fact return immediatly. 

If she does and she really owes it to yau, | have no doubt whatever that 

both of you can take up and resume your past, pleasant, and mutually 
satisfactory marital state together, free from the evil temptations attendant 

to the precarious existance at the congressional level. If peace does come 

to you, you must remember that it came primarily because of the intervention 
of this office and the institution by us of forceful and almost unprecedented 
litigation at various levels. As with all litigation, however, once commenced 
it must be effectively and properly concluded without the interposition of 
personal liability either to you or to this office. In this respect its termination 
can not be effectuated as rapidly as turning the spigot on and off, particularly 
if there is any skill or animosity on the part of the opposition. 


To reflect a moment, this office acting upon your individual, specific 
requests and instructions, gathered information and evidence, investigated 
and prepared three separate actions in your behalf, to date. THeyinclude: 


(1) a claim against the United States for five thousand dollars, 
for improperly honoring checks drawn payable to you, and/or 
Andy's Hotel, for the rental of an office to Coya , during the 
period that she was entitled to an office as a congresswoman. 


(2) A claim for two hundred thousand dollars against columnist 
Drew Pearson, Jack Anderson, and the News and Observer, 

of Raleigh, North Carolina, for conspiracy, libel, and slander, 

in connection with the publication and circulation of misstatements 


and falsehoods about you, on or about May /8, 1958. 


(3) A claim for two hundred thousand dollars against William 

O. Kjeldahl for alienation of affections and Slander, filed in the 
United States District Court for the District of Columbia and 
delivered to the United States Marshall and special process 
servers, for service upon the defendant. 








152 COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 


Andrew Knutson -2- November 12, 1958 


The important thing to remember is that at no time did you or did this office 
file any charges or commence any action against your wife. All of the above 
are against other persons. Coya is of course involved incidentally. if charges 
are presently pending against Coya - or are to be filed against her - this office 
had nothing to do with it and this office would be happy to jump to her 
assistance and immediate defense upon your written suggestion and direction. 


Please advise me if your present studied desire is to terminate all three of the 
above actions. Please also advise me of what assurance you have in writing 
that upon the termination of all of the above, that no cross action, counter- 
claim or suit will be commenced either against you or this office by the 
defendants identified in paragraphs numbered (2) and (3) above. 

Action numbered (3), commenced over your signature, contains particularly 
grave charges against the defendant Kjeldahl. A condition precedent to its 
termination should be the obtaining of a release from Kjeldahl, by this office, 
that he will not sue you for the false institution of such litigation. 

His attitude at present is not known to this office because neither he, nor his 
attorney, has communiazted with this office. Upon receipts of your letter 

| called Coya's office and spoke to a Miss Wilson and a lady identified as 
"Micky" but both were noncommunicative with respect to his whereabouts . 
All of the above, can of course be worked out by this office, If such is 

your wish, 


It would appear, however that a more suitable method of terminating any, 

or all of the above, would be for us to hold a conference, either in Washington, 
Chicago or Minnesota and have all parties concemed, execute a confidential 
agreement, settling all differences, with Coya, agreeing tortturn to you 
permanently, and having Kjeldah! agree to cease and desist from any further 
interferences, and having him agree to pay all the legal fees. This could 

be worked out quietly and effectively by this office, by means of an 

exchange of correspondence, etc. Such a disposition would protect you. 

After all there was some earlier evidence of threats to challenge your 
mentallity and incarcerate you for your past attivities and delusions. 


Finally there is the problem of legal fees. The efficient work of this office 
on the above cases has necessitated the allotment of a good deal of time, 
energy and the retention of a host of detectives, investigators, etc. 
Arrangements should be made to remunerate us for these efforts, since the 
target of our efforts is now being removed by your generosity and good 
nature and not by this office which is geared up for positive , effective 
and affirmative action in your behalf, spured on by the commitments 
entered into by you in the form of written contracts. 
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Andrew Knutson -3- November 12, 1958 


Please indicate in detail your desires. Meanwhile refrain from any comment 
upon the matter to the public or to the parties involved other then that to 
note that you are overcome with joy and gratitude that your desires and 
prayers appear to have been finally answered, in that you have learned 

that your dear wife plans to return to you and to your home, the door 

of which has always been open. 


At the same time acting upon your instructions contained in your letter 
of the eleventh § wi}l postpone all plans for a trial against Kjeldahl and 
await your answers to the above and your future directions. 


Sages Sa ~. 


oot MR 


BF/a Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. 





Please transmit a check or money order to this office for three thousand dollars 
In lieu thereof, P 
P. S. Transmitted herewith please find three notes papable to this office 
in the amount of one thousand dollars each, representing the amount due 
for expenses and legal fees in connection with the above cases. 
Please execute each note in the spot designated by a pencilled check mark, 
and have a witness execute same in the appropriate place. Then return all three 
to this office, and upon receipt thereof, we will take the necessary steps to 


discontinue all of the above. Sve Fe 


Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. 
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THE UNDERSIGNED, AND ALL ENDORSERS 
OF THIS NOTE, ARE SEVERALLY BOUND BY. 
AND AGREE TO, ALL OF THE PROVISIONS OF 
THIS NOTE AS APPEAR ON THE FACE HEREOF. 





SIGN HERE 
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THE UNDERSIGNED, AND ALL ENDORSERS 
OF THIS NOTE, ARE SEVERALLY BOUND BY. 
AND AGREE TO, ALL. OF THE PROVISIONS OF 
THIS NOTE AS APPEAR ON THE FACE HEREOF. 


SIGN HERE 


34553 O—59 11 
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THE UNDERSIGNED, AND ALL ENDORSERS 
OF THIS NOTE, ARE SEVERALLY BOUND BY. 
AND AGREE TO, ALL OF THE PROVISIONS OF 
THIS NOTE AS APPEAR ON THE FACE HEREOF. 


SIGN HERE 





VLOSINNIW ‘29/40 


STIVW di 
if Th fp 
UOSjNUY MeipuYy —_ qi i 


TIVW div 





‘> "CO ‘Y NOLONIHSYM 
ONIDUNG SSBd IWNOILWN 
MW] iv YOTIZSNNOD 


Ur ‘CIVEINZWA “A LOIGINIGg 


COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 





160 








COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 161 


Exuisrt G-G 








ND 

Z Die SDJ 

= Diy ' ' 

= saysonbey ydieoey Uingey 

o “ 

i. A 

a o 

& PI OK jj 





/ i 
eo ~ 
2 = f a"? Se? 
r = " “a d < i 
$ = x .™ 
ta) = JF es lal 
a = SAS ORS 
— = =" eg. 
a = epee 
x 
fen — 
= 
we 
E 
4 
— 
< 
= 
oa 
= 
a 
i) 
0 , zz, 





162 








COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 


2 OKLE 


NOV 
25 
4868 





—— 


ae eee 


ae oa 


ee 


eae 


——™ 


163 





‘ | 
, Le 
. : So 
— —e = ; 7 


F i Ad © Wan q42H 
st 503 
~ AUFAITAG ae 2 BR" neapbeorye V/U/ ———“ORROHE 


(2US3NO3H 1AGOIY NUN: 


ay Ge emak grepuli 866 pomge (aNalSI9IY 


PEE ELD 
AugarTad Twbad= ; 





COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 
eas 






164 








165 


COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 


eee 








6,980 
DEC -9 1954019 


en ae 


166 COMPLAINTS FILED RELATIVE TO ELECTIONS 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE TO AVOID 
OFFICIAL BUSINESS __ PAYMENT OF POSTAGE, $300 ’ 


POSTMARK OF ‘ 
DELIVERING OFFICE 


” 


Tet ae Fill in items a and com- 
plete #1 on other side, when applicable. Moisten : 
gummed ends and attach to back of article. Print — 

on front of article ReTuRN RECEIPT REQUESTED. ee 


a OF seapes 


CERTIFIED NO. ee dea JR P. O. BOX 


Ps PRT a cieaa 


CES 16—71848-6 
£ 


re Fe ae Be, 


1958 
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# 1-INSTRUCTIONS TO DELIVERING EMPLOYEE 
Deliver ONLY to Show address where 
addressee delivered 


(Additional charges required for these services) 
RETURN RECEIPT 
Received the numbered article described on other side. 






SIGNATURE OR NAME OF ADDRESSEE (must always be filled in) 


SIGNATURE OF ADDRESSEE’S AGENT, IF ANY 





DATE DELIVERED | ADDRESS WHERE DELIVERED (only if requested in item #1) 
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ExuHisit K—-K 


BeEnepicr .F. FrrzGeraxp, JR. 
COUNSELLOR AT LAW 
NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING 

WASHINGTON 4, D.C. 


November | 9, 1958 


Andr ew Knuts on 
Oklee, Minnesota 


Dear Andrew: 

d 
Today a Washington Attomey,’ purporting to represent your wife Coya 
contacted this office. 


He said that Coya had turned over to him letters written by you to her, 
and other evidence to the effect that you were a neer-do-well whose 
desire for monetary gain from the hands of her political opponents, had 
prompted you to become the pawn of her political opponents. He indicated 
that he was contemplating challenging the election on that basis and 

was thinking about filing a complaint with the election committee of the 
House of Representatives alleging that fact. 


| assured him that such was not the case. That you had filed the suit 
based upon the legal advise furnished to you by this office following 
the revelation that you loved your wife, that you wanted her to return 
to your home, and that you, and you alone had a legal and moral right 
to her affections, and that Kjeldahl had interfered with that right and 
had slandered you. 


The attorney then remarked that our discussion was at an end. 


The above is being reported to you for your information and guidance. 
You are allerted to be especially carefull about your conduct and remarks 
in connection with a sollution to this case as previously outlined. This 
office would dilike traveling to Minnesota to defend you on trumped up 
charges of insanity or some other groundless charge. 


The remarks of your wife's attorney are certainly not consistant with the 
facts and a realization that she should share that you have been wronged, 
and that she plans to return to you permanently. Please refer all inquiries 
to this office and we will do everything possible to settle the pending 
litigation in an effective and expeditions manner at the same time protecting 
your interests. Please also answer the questions contained in our letter to 
you under date of November |2th. Also execute and return the enclosed 
affidavit before a Notary Public. 





BF/a Benedict F. FitzGerald, Jr. c 
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AFFIDAVIT 


Now comes ANDREW KNUTSON of Oklee, Minnesota, and being first 
duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

That he is married to One COYA KNUTSON, nee Cornelia Gjesdal, 
formerly of Edmore, North Dakota. 

That on November 5, 1958 your deponent caused to be filed a civil action 
in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia, numbered 2798 - 58, 
against William O. Kjeldahl, for alientantion of affections and slander, a copy of 
which is attached hereto, and Marked Attachment One. 

That the allegations set forth in the Complaint (Attachem#nt One) are true 
and constitute the sole reason for the instigation of the aforesaid litigation. 

That at notime was your affiant inspired to act, nor did he act at the 
insistance of the political opponents of his wife, Republican or Democratic, whoever 
they may be. Nor did he write letters to his wife, issue press releases, or take 
legal action because of the aforesaid political opponents, or because of advice 
fursnihed by the aforesaid political opponents of his wife. 

That he has a real and genuine desire to have his wife Coya Knutson 
return to his home in Oklee, Minnesota, and to refrain from any further association 
with William O. Kjeldahl. 

Executed at , Minnesota, this day 


of November, 1958, under oath. 


Signed and sworn to 


before me this day of Andrew Knutson 
November, 1958 


Witness 
Notary Public 


ter 
ani 
Sac 


Ray 
Tro 
wt 
Noe 
Cur 
tec 
Paui 
Evan 
tour 


 BF/a 


Benedict F. FitzGeraid, Jr. \ 
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SAM RAYBURN., Texas 
eraanaer 


JOHN W. MCCORMACK, Mass 
MAJORITY LEADER 


Exnieri L-L 


WILLIAM L. DAWSON, fit 
SECRETARY 


GRACIE PFOSBT. Inano 
ASSOCIATE SECRETARY 


Bemocratic National Congressional Committee 


VICE.CHAIRMEN 
tev, Manman FP. Eeaenanran, Pa 
2x0. OVERTON Broone. La 
Sno. Manny R. Srarrano, Care 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


Ray J. MaDoEN, Ino.. Cum 
Tromas J. Lane, Mase 

W. F. NonmeLL, ARK 
Noe.e J. Gascony, Ky 
Curroro Davis, Tenn 
Lea Mercacr. Mont 

Pavt Brown, Ga 

fvomne J. Kaoon, N.Y 
Lovie C. Rasaur, Mich 


I. 


2. 





MICHAEL J. KIRWAN, OHIO Joun M Revoina, ie 
CHAIRMAN TREASURER 
KEnnete R Manone, Car ZEane W. JOMNSON, Jr.. Tenn 


SERGEANT AT ARMS 
ASSISTANT TO THE CHAIRMAN 


OIKECTOR UF OPERATIONS 


FINANCE COMMITTEE RESEARCH COMMITTEE SPEAKERS COMMITTEE 
Aime J. Formann, R. 1... Cum ©. &. BARTLETT, ALasna, Crm Joun L. McMiniaN, B.C... Cum. 
Howaro W. SmitH, VA Cvrswenrt J. Zas.oce!, Wie Jonn A. BLATNIK, Minn, 

Frank W. Bovmin, ALA Pav. C. Jonas, Mo. Crances &. BEnwerr, Fia 
Byron G. Rocans, CoLco Harovo D. Coo.ey, N.C. Gores H. FALLON, Mo. 
Huon J. Apoonizio, N. J MICHAEL A. FRIG@HaAN, Ono MARLEY O. SrAGoERS, W. Va. 
WALTER 6. Banine, Nev Joun J. Damreny, N. M Don MaGnuson, Wasn. 

Jim Waront, Texas Grawarrt lL. UOALL, Antz Frank E. SuitH, Mies. 
Frank M. Corrin, Maing J. FLOYO Bragoine, Kan fo EomMonvson, Ona. 
Geores 6. McGovern. 6. DO Merwin Coan, lowa forth Geeen, One 


Jonn A. Burns, Hawan 
WASHINGTON. D.C 


December 16, 1958 


There were 222 Democratic incumbents running for 
re-election for Representatives in the House of 
Representatives throughout the United States in 
the General election of November l, 1958. 


Of these, there was only one Democratic incumbent, 


Honorable Coya Knutson, of the Ninth District of 
Minnesota, defeated by a Republican in the election. 


Mucho’ A Aiwa 


Michael J, Kirwan 
Chairman 





